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— OME fow Days ago I re- 
ceiv'd with Thankfulneſs 
the Book you were Caſe tas. 
pleas'd to ſend me. I ted. 

read it firſt my ſelf with | 
an extreme Satisfaction, | 'Y 
and then, according to 3 
your Orders, I carryd 
: it to our Popiſh Friend, fully aſſur d it would 4 
5 a B 2% + maks N 4 


4 LETTER I. 
make a deep impreſſion upon him, and 
bring him to renounce a ſuperſtitious Reli- 
gion, ſo prejudicial to his Intereſts both in 
this World and in the next. p + 
1 found him at home in a violent Fit of 
the Gout, but muſing and thoughtful as he 
uſually is. I ſpoke to him with all the Ear- 
neſtneſs Religion and Friendſhip. cou'd in- 
ſpire me. Sir, ſays I, what bewitches you to 
* flick ſo unaccountably to your nonſenſical Error? 
It alone hinders you from being pleaſing to 2 
Friends, ſerviceable to your Cpuntry, and ac- 
ceptable to God himſelf. I have often attemp- 
ted to diſſuade you —_ it : You have been al- 
ways untract able, but perhaps it was becauſe my 
Reaſorrs were not to your liking. Tou have often 
ſaid, that if any cou d convince you of your 
Error, you would readily forſake it. Now, 
Str, the Time is come that you can alledge no 
Excuſe. I have bere a Book lately publiſh'd, 
that clears all Difficulties : It abſolutely confounds 
the Church of Rome. ig look'd upon by the 
Chiefeſt of ours as unanſwerable. Tou may 
Examin. judge by what the ingenious Examiner ſays of it, 
ug- — how univerſally it is eſteem d. Read it then, 
3 dear Friend, and for your Seal 2 foto. read it 
with Attention. I don't doubt but it wil 
. throughly convince you; and by this means you'll 
give your Friends the Comfort of ſeeing you re- 
pent of your former Errors, and become a true 
Member of the national Church of England. 
Upon this 1 offer d him the Book, 
which he receiv'd with a Diſdainful Smile. 
And, Sir, ſays he, I thank you for your 
| Kindneſs, and for the Concern you ſhew for my 
3 Spiritual 


5 1 8 


LETTER I. 
ritual and Temporal Intereſts. They are the 
25 Cogent 3 ro — 4 Aan to c 


"with any thing. You may be ſure 1 FW 


been unminaful of em. I will keep the Book, 
and read it with Attention, as you deſire ;, and 
when you honour me with a viſit, ſome few Days 
hence, ll give you ſincerely my Opinion of it. 
Then 1 affur'd him, that the Week fol- 
lowing I wou'd wait upon him again; 
and accordingly I did. As ſoon as he 
perceiv'd me, he cou'd not forbear his 
Diſdainful Smile. I was moved at it a lit- 
tle, and ask'd him abruptly whether he 
had read the Book, how he lik'd it, and 
what Effect it had produc'd in him. 
Dear Friend, ſays he, Thave read atten- 
tively your Book, I have impartially examin'd 
it, and I have ſincerely condemn'd it. I have 
found it like other Books againg Popery: 
It ts made up of nothing but notorious Untruths, 
manifeſt Contradiftions, falſe Suppoſitions, 
wrong Quotations, and fooliſh Banters. The 
— males his Silly Lord repreſent falſely 
our Opinions, or anſwer fooliſhly bis Objetions 
In a Word, he puts in his Mouth what he plea- 
ſes, makes all paſs for our Doftrine, and then 
refutes it as ke pleaſes: This is, in ſhort, the 
Character of the Book. I don't deſire you 
ſhou'd believe me upon my bare Word; if you 
think it worth your While, we will read it to- 
gether : I'll examine it Paragraph by Para- 
| graph; and I engage to ſhew you, in a Short, 
Plain, and eaſy Manner, that I have given it its 
true Character, notwithſtanding the General Ap- 
— B 2 


flat 


5 


4. 


Dr 
Plaufe it has met with among thoſe of your Par- 


I muſt own, this unexpected Harangue 
rovok'd me more and more. I cou'd not 

lieve he was able to perform his Engage- 
ment; but I was willing to try what he 


cou'd do. Without Heſitation I accepted 


his Offer, and deſir'd him to begin the Exa- 
mination of each Paragraph, which he did 


x 


E; 


IE 


138 SECT. 


S He 


0 ſec, Sir, your Author's 
Firſt Paragraph. Can there 
be any thing more ſhameful- 
y injuſt ? He fixes an Opi- Caſe tat, 
nion upon us, and then re-. 2. (1) 


— — — — 


| == futes it with a triumphing 

Air. What R. Catholick ever deny'd Jeruſalem 

to be the Mother Church, in the: Senſe this 

Author ſpeaks of? We all own, that, in 

Priority of Time, other Churches might 

be before the Roman, and in that Senſe 
reciſely be either Mothers, or Siſters to 
er, as you pleaſe. How often have you pe Firſt 

been told that the Motherhood of Rome Anſwer 10 

conſiſts not in a Priority of Time, but of be Lord 

Dignity and juriſdiction, grounded upon “fte. 
Saint Peter's Primacy? Many Churches in 

Great Britain were before that of Canterbu. 

7y ; and can your Author deny that Canter- 

bury is their Metropolitan or Mother 

Church? The Church of Feruſalem was be- 

fore that of Ceſarea, yet Ceſarea was made 

her Metropolitan. and Antioch her Primate. 

In the ſame manner Feruſalem, Antioch, 

and all other Churches, founded before the 

Roman, were made afterwards ſubje& to 

her, and for this reaſon, Juvenal, Biſhop of 

Feruſalem, ſaid in a General Council, re- 

ceiv'd_even by —_ of «yaur Ch—h, _ 

Ro Oe D3 : the 


6 
Concil. the Ancient Cuſtom and Apoſtolical Tradition 


Eph. P · 2. 
Art. 5. in 
relat. ad 
Cele. 

3 2 fta. 
ted, page 
2. 0 


LETTER I. 


was, that the Church ef Antioch was to be go- 


vern'd and judg'd by the Roman. 

1. But this is not all. Pl] expoſe further 
your Author's diſingenious Dealing. He 
makes Jeruſalem the Mother Church, be- 
cauſe ſhe was before that of Rome. Accor- 
ding to this Notion, all Motherhood and 
Fatherhood imply a Priority of Time : If 
ſo, then the Queen is not Mother of any 


of her People older than her ſelf ; yet how 


(2) 
The 2d An- 


ſwer refu- 


ted. 


often do your's call her the Nurſing Mo- 


ther of the Church, &c. Kings cannot be 
called Patres Patria, for the ſame Reaſon. 
A Miniſter in his Pariſh, a Biſhop in his 


Dioceſe, ſhou'd never be called Fathers by 


any older than themſelves; and ſo, Ri 


Reverend Father in God is a downright Uſur- | 


pation. - Curious Thoughts indeed! But till 
we ſee Princes, Biſhops, Miniſters, &c. re- 
fuſe this Title, I hope, Sir, you'll think 
your Author (at leaſt) in a Miſtake, and 
blame him for uſing ſach mean Shifts to re- 
fute our Doctrine. 


Page 4. (2) His ſecond Paragraph is of the ſame 


ſtamp with the firſt. See, Sir, how he im- 
poſes upon us again. Do we deny that 


this Motherhood of which we ſpeak, may | 


be tranſlated from the City of Rome toſome 
other Place ? We allow the Primacy to be 
in Saint Peter's Succeſlor ; wherever he goes 
he carries. it with him: Whether he has a 


Particular Dioceſe or has not, tis the ſame 


thing: The Primacy is in his Perſon, and 


not 


© 


not in the Place of his Reſidence. This is 
our Open; and your Author muſt be 
ſtrangely malicious if he knew it, or 
_ ſtrangely ignorant if he did not. Men of 
Learning may eaſily diſcover the Impoſtor ; . 
but are moſt of his Readers ſuch ? They 
take all upon Truſt, without any further 
Examination. Let a thing be never ſo 
untrue, they believe it upon his Word 
againſt us; and thus we are always us'd by 
your Author and thoſe of his Party; A 
FORVILEINE Proof of their Zeal for Juſtice 
r | 
3. He goes on, and ſays that the Church of Ib. pag. 4. 
Rome is not once nam d in all the New Teſta- 
ment. But, Sir, is the Epiſtle of St. Paul 
to the Romans no part of the New Teſta- 
ment? At leaſt it makes mention of a 
Church at Rome, and gives it the higheſt Rom. c. 1. 
Commendations. If your Author deaies 
this Epiſtle to be Scripture, then I know 
where to have him : If he owns it to be St. 
Paul's, then I hope he will own his own 
Miſtake, and at the ſame time repair the 
Wrong he has done us by his falſe Aſſer- 
tion. This he is bound to do in Honour 
OR — 8 | 
4. As to what your Author adds, we own 
there is no Promiſe made to the City of 
Rome, nor the leaſt Intimation of her being 
Head of the Churches, or the Standard or Cen- 
ter of Unity to em all. The Promiſes were 
made to Saint Peter, and in him to his Suc- 
ceſſors. This is the whole Matter in Diſ- 
pute; yet to hear your Author ſpeak, who 
55 e cou'd 


Ib. pag 4. 


- 


\ 


F 
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Sup- page cod think it is? Sir, I have faid it alrea: 
& 12). dy, the Primacy is in Saint Perer; he was 


eronymum #he Head of the Church, the Standard and Cen- 
ctra Fov.ter of Unity. This he was wherever he 
I. 2. C-went; he has left the ſame Power to his Suc- 
om Ceſlors, They have it wherever they go; and 
opt. ctr. Were Rome ſunk in the Bottom of the Sea, 
Par. l. 2. their Supremacy wou'd be ſtill the ſame, and 
Ebr. iv c. own'd as ſuch by all Faithful Chriſtians. 
21 Jo. F. But the Scriptures are ſilent, ſays your Au- 
Hom, 87. 3 0 
Kc. thor, concerning the ſuppos d Univerſal Supre- 
Ib. pag. 4. mac) of Saint Peter, or that he ever was at 
Rome, or Biſhop of Rome. And, pray 
Sir, what then ? Muſt nothing be believ'd 
but what is in Scripture ? Does. the Scrip- 
ture mention every Place where every 
Apoſtle preach'd the Goſpel, or of whic 
they were Biſhops? What mention does 
the Scripture make of, Andrew, Bartholomew, 
Thomas, &c. and muſt we believe they did 
nothing, or never were in thoſe Countries 
where Tradition aſſures us they exercis'd 
their Apoſtolical Functions? Sir, tho” 
Scripture makes no mention of St. Peter's 
Cyp, Ep. a being at Rome, or Biſhop of Rome, yet 
ad Antoni. Tradition does. We believe it upon this, 


dc. as we do other things of the utmoſt Con- 


41 7er, cern: The Inſpiration of Holy Scripture, 
8 Ep. he Canonicalneſs of ſuch and ſuch Books, 
Gener. ©c. no Man, till unhappy Calvin's Days, 
Optas. I. 2. ever doubted of Saint Peter's being at 


con. Parm. Rome, or of his being Biſhop there; *twas 


a Hier. in Fi 7 : 
Car. Fc. 3 Fact fo notorious among the Ancients, 


' Severus that they made Saint Peter's being at Rome, 
Sul. lib. 2 and the Succeſſion of Biſhops from him, a 


Hifto. xc. | diſtinctive 


„„ EYVETEY- L 
diſtinQive Sign of the True Church: And 


the moſt Profligate Hereticks had not the 
Impudence to deny a Truth ſo univerſally - 


2 


receiv'd among Chriſtians. | 


6. Your Author owns ſome After-writers Ib. page 4. 


have mention d it; but then he ſays that it is far 
from ſuch an Univerſal Tradition, as is ſufficient 
or the mighty Superſtructure which is rais d upon 
it. Very well, Sir: But can he ſhew fuch 
an Univerſal Tradition for the Genuineſs 


and Inſpiration of the H. Scriptures? Till of 


late, none eyer doubted that Saint Peter 
was at Rome, but how many have not only 
doubted, but have alſo poſitively affirm'd in 
all Ages, that all, or ſome, or moſt part of 


the Old and New Teſtament was fictitious 


or corrupted ? If then what theſe Writers 
mention, without any Contradiction of St. 
Peter's being at Rome, be far from ſuch an 
Univerſal Tradition, as is ſufficient for the 
_ mighty Superſirufture which is rais d upon it; 
how can what other Writers ſay, tho? 
contradicted by Multitudes, be ſufficient to 
raiſe upon it a greater Superſtratture, viz. 
The Genuineſs and Inſpiration of ſuch 
and ſuch Books, call'd Scripture ? This is 
worthy your Author's utmoſt Attention, 
and let him anſwer it if he can. 
J. But tho? it ſhou'd be granted that St. 
Peter was Biſhop of Rome, ſays your Author, 
it ſegniſies nothing: And why ? Becauſe, 1. 
Ali founded upon ſome Words ſaid to Saint 
Peter, which cannot be ſtrain d to ſuch an uni- 
verſal Supremacy as the Popes have claim d. 


2. Nor were fo urde Hood by the Primitive 
* | 5 | > 


Ch: reh. 
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Church. Pray, Sir, what does he mean by 
ſuch an univerſal Supremacy 4s Popes have 
claim'd ? Some Popes have claim'd a Tem- 
Poral, as well as a Spiritual Supremacy : 
Your Author ſhou'd know this is no part of 
our Faith. Popes are Men, and haye their 
Failings, as others have; they may 
miſtake and miſuſe their Power, and have 


often done ſo; but what is that to us, who 


condemn their perſonal Faults, and admit 
their lawful Authority? A King may 
miſtake and miſuſe his Power, but does 
that make him forfeit his Right, or muſt his 
People believe he is no more God's Vice- 
gerent ? I hope your Author is not of this 
Opinion, and that whatever his Religion is, 
he has not forſaken his Principles of Loyal- 
ty. That the Paſſages he quotes cannot be 
train d to the Pope's Temporal Supremacy, 
and that they were not ſo underſtood in the Pri- 
mitive Church, I will not deny; but I deny 


that they are not ſufficient Proofs for the 


Spiritual Supremacy - which all Popes have 
claim d, or that they were not ſo underſtood in 
the Primitive Church. This your Author 


ound have refuted with ſome ſolid Reaſon, 


inſtead of a bare Affirmation; he found 
himſelf unable to do it, and very wiſely re- 
fers us to a Book that quite ruins his own 


Ib. pcke s. pretenſions; for he owns. Dupin wrote it in 


defence of the Four Propoſitions of the 
Gallican Church: And, Sir, will your Par- 


ty allow of the Doctrine contain'd in thoſe 


four Propoſitions ? If they do, I promiſe 
em we ſhall have no further Diſpute with 
| 8 «an 


LETTER I. 11 


'em about the Pope's Supremacy, and that 
they ſhall be receiv'd into our Communion, 
without granting any more to the Po 
than is expreſs'd in the four Propoſitions. 
8. Now your Author thinks fit to quote Cafe 64. 
Fathers, and ſhew his Erudition ; but to be ted, p. 5. 
plain with you, Sir, he ſeems to be ſo little 
vers'd in em, that one wou'd be tempted 
to believe he never read em. but in ſome 
Pamphlet againſt Popery. *Ti the current 
Senſe of the Fathers, ſays he, that the Rock 
upon which Chriſt ſaid He would build His 
Church, was not Peter, but the Faith which 
Peter then ropes. An Acute Obſerva- 
tion! But we defye him and all his Party to- 
gether, to ſhew any Paſlage of any Father 
that excludes Saint Peter. I own ſome of 
em look upon the Paſſage of Saint Matthew 
as having Two Senſes, and ſometimes they Cyp. lib. 
take it in one Senſe, and ſometimes in an- 4. Epiſt. 
other, but, as I ſaid before, never to the 30 _—_ 9 
Excluſion of Saint Peter. And ſince he 2 l. & 
thinks fit to quote ſo many Fathers for cont. Eu- 
one Senſe of this Paſſage, I think fit to nom. 
quote as many for the other. Chryſo: 
9. There is nothing, adds your Author, _ 2 
that is ſaid of Saint Peter, is ſo expreſs Hier, in 
as what Saint Paul ſays of himſelf, That cap. i6 
the Care of all the Churches lay upon Mat. 
him; and again, So ordais I in all 44. wg 
Churches. This is a bold Affirmation, but G, l. lib. 
where is the Proof to back it? How often 2 in . 
has this Objection been anſwer' d? Yet c. 12.&c. 
your Author takes no notice on't, and 
ſpeaks as if no Anſwer had been _ 
a” | made. 


' 


2 FE 

made. The Care of all the Churches, founded 
by S. Paul himſelf, or committed to his Care, 
lay upon him, and he ordain d in em what 
he thought expedient for their Good; and 
this was a Care of Juſtice and juriſdiction, 
but no Care of other Churches lay upon him, 
but that of Charity and Compaſſion: And 
is there any Catholic Biſhop without this 
Care? Let they lay no claim to any Supre- 
macy upon that account. Feed my Sheep, 
&c. is more expreſs to prove Saint Peter's 
Primacy, than any your Author has men- 
tion'd for Saint Paul; at leaſt the Holy Fa- 
bil. Pres, thers thought it ſo, ſince none of em deny 
in Con. the Supremacy to Saint Peter, and not one 
Eph. c. 16. of them give it to Saint Paul; and yet I be- 
5b. g. lieve they were as able to underſtand the 
2d — 922 Scripture, as your Author or any other Pro- 
Aug. &c, teſtant Writer. If ſuch a Decretal could be 
produc'd of St. Peter's Supremacy, I doubt not, 
ſays he, it would have been made uſe of towards 
proving bis Univerſal Supremacy. An Ingeni- 
ous Conjecture! And what then? May not 
the ſame Words be us'd to ſignify a King's 
- Power and a Magiſtrate's ? Yet the King's 
Power implies Independance, and the Ma- 
giſtrate's Subordination : The Word Autho- 
- rity is of a Different Signification, when it 
is apply'd to a King, and when apply'd to a 
Magiſtrate. Your Author ſure will not de- 
ny this; and what then does his Conjecture 

ſignify? e ed” 
Caſe ſtat. 10. But, continues he, T:ere's not a Word in 
page 6. the Acts, of Saint Peter's being at Rome. 
Well, and ſuppoſe we grant that Saint 


LETTER I. 13 


Peter was not at Rome when the All, were 
written, what can your Author make of this 
Conceſſion againſt Saint Peter's Primacy, or 
his Apoſtolical Function in Rome? Sir, I 
ſuppoſe your Author takes the Fathers to 
be credible Witneſſes, or elſe why does he 
quote em, to juſtify his Senſe of the Six- 
teenth of Matthew? But I hope he does not 
expect they ſhould be believ'd only when 


they ſpeak in his Favour. The Fathers ven. ctra 


then unanimouſly aflure us that Saint Peter Her. lib. 
was in Rome, preach'd the Goſpel in Rome, 3, cf. 
and ſuffer'd Martyrdom in Rome. ls it cre- try 
dible that they ſhouꝰd all conſpire to deceive chyſ. 
Poſterity, merely to tell a lye, by which Hom. 2 in 
they could reap no Advantage? No, Sir, IEP. ad Ke. 
ſhall neyer look upon ſuch great Men to 2 
have been ſuch Knaves or Fools. Saint xc. © 
Luke ſays nothing of Saint Peter's being at Cypr. Ep. 
Rome, neither does he ſay any thing of St, 2 ad Anto. 
Paul's being in Arabia; and muſt we hence . iv 2 
infer that Saint Paul was not there? You far. petil. 
ſee, Sir, how far this ſort of Logick would Sulp. lib. 
go, and that Negative Arguments prove: Hiſt. 
nothing. To ſay that Saint Paul planted 

the Goſpel in Rome, is giving the Lye to St. 

Paul himſelf; the very Firſt Chapter of his 
Epiſtle to the Romans, ſhews maniteſtly your 
Authors Miſtake : The Holy Apoſtle 
writing to the Faithful in Rome, ſays their 

Faith is ſpoken of throughout the whole World, 

and adds, that he oftentimes purpoſed to come 

aunto them; but, ſays he, I was let hitherto. 

Can any thing be more plain than this? 


XX Vile 143 


What St. Luke ſays of the Matter is de- AGE "> 


monſtrative 3 13. 


* 
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monſtrative; and I wonder your Author is 
not aſham'd to contradict ſo openly the 


Word of God, and impoſe ſo manifeſtly 
upon ignorant People. | | 


Ibidem, 11. As to what ollows, We own that the 


Gentiles were Saint Paul's peculiar Charge, 
but ſtill with Subordination to the Supreme 
Paſtor. Saint Peter and Saint Paul did in- 
ſtruct and convert both Fews and Gentiles, 
and the Care of them was committed not 
only to them, but alſo to the other 
ſtles; but ſtill, as I aid before, with Sub- 
ordination to the Supreme Paſtor, that 
Unity might be preſerv'd. Tis true, Saint 
Peter directed his Epiſtles to the Fews, but 
does that prove he never writ to the Ro- 
mans ? And ſuppoſe he did not, is no Man 
a Biſhop, who never wrote to the People of 
his Dioceſs ? If others may be Biſhops, 
tho* they write nothing to their People, 
why ſhould Peter be depriv'd of his Biſho- 
prick upon that account? Beſides, is your 
Author ſure that Saint Peter never wrote to 
the Romans? Are all the Writings of all the 
Apoſtles and Apoſtolical Men ſtill extant? 


If fo, then pray deſire your Author to ſhew - 
© you the Genuine Epiſtle of Saint Paul to 


the Laod:cians: Let him produce the many 
Goſpels ſet forth, of which Saint Lake 

makes mention. When he has done that, 
he may have ſome Grounds to affirm that St. 
Peter never wrote to the Gentiles ; but till 


he has, he muſt n6t think we are bound to 


believe him, ia eyery thing he ſays, upon 
r 
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12. We don't deny Saint Paul's withſtan- Ibidem- 


ding Saint Perer to the Face, before the 


whole Church of Antioch; and this ſhews 


his charitable Care of the Gentiles, as his 
charitable Correction of Saint Peter ſhews 
his Zeal for God's Glory, without leſſening 


the Reſpect due to his Superior. To under- 


ſtand this, you muſt know there are Two 
Sorts of Corrections; One of Juſtice, be- 
longing to Superiors; The other of Chari- 
ty, belonging equally to all. Thus Jerhro 
Hoſes, Foab David, John Baptiſt Herod, 
and thus Saint Paul withſtood Saint Peter 


to the Face, and none ever found fault 


with him for doing fo but the Villain 
Porphyrie; he indeed taxes Saint Paul with 
Sawcineſs, for oppoſing his Superior; but 
this ſhews that St. Peter's Supremacy was ſo 


" notoriouſly known, that the Heathens them- 


felyes were convinc'd it was the common 
Belief of all Chriſtians, tho your. Author 
and his Party be not now aſham'd todenyit. 
Further, Suppoſe your Father ſhould in- 
duce your Children, or his own, by his wic- 
ked Example, to be guilty of great Crimes, 
would yon think it amiſs to give him a cha- 
ritable Advice? If a Prince ſhould deſtroy the 
Kingdom of Chrift in his Dominions, muſt 
none repreſent him his Crime? I hope Paſſive 


Obedience does not reach fo far! If a Biſhop 
infects his Dioceſs with Hereſy, muſt no Mi- 
niſterof the Dioceſs defend the Truthagainſt 


him, or withſtand him to his Face, in ſuch Oc- 


caſions? No, according to your Author, be- 


cauſe (forſooth) ſuch 4 Behaviour in Infe- 
"A . | riors 


* on 
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riors would not be very ſuitable to Supe- 

riors. And is not this a Rare Doctrine! 

. Caſe ſta - 13. As to what he adds, That it had little 
ted, page become the Apoſtles to ſend their Sovereign upon 
 Buſmeſs, as they ſent Peter to Samaria, if 

they had own'd bim for ſuch. I ask your Au- 
thor whether he thinks that all ſending de- 
notes Superiority in the Senders, and Sub- 


Act xv. Paul and Barnaby were inferior to the Bre- 
thren at Antioch, who ſent em to Jeruſalem. 
If your Author owns this, I know where 
to have him. 2. In the Trinity the Son is 
Inferior to the Father, Who ſends him, and 
the Holy Ghoſt to the Son. This may not 
diſpleaſe Mhiſton. 3. A King muſt not be 

Tent to the Wars by the Advice and Con- 
ſent of his Council, for fear he ſhou'd loſe 
his Supremacy by it. And, Sir, ſince your 

Author thinks it not becoming an Inferior 
to ſend his Superior about any thing, you 
have too much Manners to ſend him to me for 

my Converſion, as you have often threaten'd 
me you would; for, I ſuppoſe, he is your 
Superior in Spirituals; and it would little 
become you to ſend him upon any Buſineſs, 
whatſoever, even for the Salvation of my 
Soul; tho? it was upon the like account 
that the Apoſtles ſent St. Peter to Sama- 


14. Suppoſe what your Author affirms be 

Caſe ſtat. true that Tome ſay Peter was Biſhop of the 
pager, J ewiſh Converts at Rome, as St. Paul of the 
Gentiles, what is that to the purpoſe; does 

that make St. P. aul independent of St. 

na | | Peter 


4 


jection in the Sent ? If ſo, then, 1. Saint 
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Peter? Yes, becauſe he would have had 4 
much greater Flock than Saint Peter! Very 
well; and does the Greatneſs then of a 
Flock give a higher Juriſdiction? If it does, 
then the Biſhop of London is ſuperior to the 

. Archbiſhop of Canterbury. When this Pre- 
late allows that, then you ſhall hear fur- 
ther from me; in the mean time, I muſt 
own your Author is skilful in Genealo- 
gical Hiſtory! That moſt of the Church 
of Rome is now, and have. been of the 
Geatiles, is what I cannot deny, but that 
all is now, and has long been ſo, is more than 
I knew before. Your Author has a won- 
derful Talent at new Diſcoveries ; but Sir; 
give me leave to make a few Objections 
againſt: this: I think Saint Luke ſpeaks of Zu.xtviiiz 
ſome Jews. converted by Saint Paul in Rome; 
and is your Author ſure that the Poſterity 
of thoſe Fews is quite extinct? Or can he 
give us ſome good Grounds for his Aſſu- 
rance ? If he can, I will own my ſelf 
oblig d to him, and will confirm what I 
have ſaid already, that he is very well 
skill'd in Genealogical Hiſtory, 

15. But now he is come to the Finiſhing 35 34 5,. 
Stroke, he is reſolv'd to ſhake the whole dien refu- 
Frame of Peter's Primacy, to the very ted. 
Foundation; and a very fit Man he is to do Cafe Gate | 
the Buſineſs throughly I Dear Friend, tho? ®*#** 7 
I am, in a pretty good Humour, I cannot 
help being a little provok'd at your Au- 

thor's unfair Dealing; conſider, I beſeech 
Wa, the Compariſon he makes, and ob- 
Kexve how he r it to Saint Peter. To 


4 
4 make 
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make a right Compariſon, he ſhou'd ſhew 


us aScriptural Book with this Title, The Hi- 
flory of S. Peter, Supreme Paſtor of al Chriſtians, 
as he can ſhew the Hiſtory of Charles, 
King or Sovereign of all England, and the 


| Hiſtory of Innocent XI. Pope of Rome, &c. 


Indeed if he could ſhew ſuch a Hiſtory, 
that neither calls Saint Peter Head of the 
Church, nor mentions any AQ of his Spi- 
ritual Supremacy ; as calling a Council, or 
preſiding in it, &c. it would be a convincin 
Argument that he was not Supreme Hea 


of the Church. But is the Af of the 


Apoſtles ſuch a Hiſtory ? Shameful! Sir, 
you know Saint Luke's chief Deſign was 
ro write the Hiſtory of his Maſter Saint 
Paul, tho' he omits in it ſeveral Actions 
done by that Saint, and it contains but 
ſome few Actions done by Saint Peter and 
the other Apoſtles. However, it has 
enough in it to convince any Unprejudic'd 
Perſon of Saint Peter's Primacy. For, 1. 
It gives him always the Firſt Place. 2. He 
propoſes firſt the Election of a New Apo- 
ſtle. 3. After the Deſcent of the Holy 
Ghoſt he firſt preaches to the Jews, 4. He 


works the Firſt Miracle in confirmation of 
the Goſpel. 5. He firſt preaches to the 


Gentiles. 6. He's the firſt to whom their 
Vocation was reveal'd. 7. He'is the firſt 
that gives a Definitive Sentence in the 
Council of Feruſalem. This laſt your Au- 
thor denies ; he thinks what he ſays againſt 
us in this Point, a demonſtrative Proof; 
and imagines we are put ro our Shifts to en- 
Mb ” deavour, 
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deavour ſome Solution to it. But after all, 

what is this demonſtrative Proof? Our 

goodly Author's own bare Affirmation; 

| and a Gallant Demonſtration that is ! 

16. Tis untrue that we can find no other 

Way to get ſome Superiority to S. Peter in that Cale, p. 8 
Council, than what your Author mentions; for 
we ſay he gave his Definitive Sentence * 
firſt, as it plainly appears from the Ad, of Acts xv. 
the Apoſtles; and this ſhews his Superiority 
over all the reſt. That Saint James, as 
Preſident, gave his Definitive Sentence, is moſt 
untrue, and grounded upon a Falſe 
Tranſlation in your Bible. 1 own he gave 

his judgment or Opinion of the Matter: 
The Greek Word ves ſignifies as much 3 
and when your Author can prove that it 
has no other Signification than what your 
Bible gives it, in the Place abovemention'd, 
you may be ſure he ſhall have another An- 
ſwer from me. | 

17. But, continues he, sf what is ſaid of S. 

James had been ſaid of Saint Peter, it would Ib. page & 
have been made uſe of as a full Proof of his Su- | 
premacy. An Ingenious Conjecture! And 

pray, Sir, may not Words have a Diffe- 
rent Signification, according to the Perſons 
they are apply'd to ? The Word Power, for 
Example, apply'd to the Queen, ſignifies a 

Supreme Power, but apply'd to a Judge or 
other Perſons under. her, it ſignifies a De- 
rived Power. The Word ves ſignifies 
Juriſdiction, or giving Sentence, when us'd by 
a judge, but Judgment, or Opinion When 
us d by a particular Perſon; and this per- 

Fry Gi: haps, 


— 


— 
nn. ** 


r 
* . peace — 22 ——— ——— 23 


20 LETTER I. 


haps might have been the Caſe of Saint 
Peter and James, in the Circumſtances your 


Author mentions. A Strong Argument 


againſt Saint Peter's Primacy! | 
Caſe, p. 9. 18. Now his poor Lord is in a great Con- 
cern, and your Author makes him look as 
ſilly as he can; but neither his Concern, 
. nor the Author's Anſwer are worth 
minding. The Texts he mentions of Saint 
Paul are anſwer'd already, and what fol- 
lows in this Page is nothing at all to the 


purpoſe : In the next he ſays, If Saint 


Peter's Supremacy be ſo eſſential a Point, and 
Caſe fta upon which the Unity of the Chur:h depends, it 


wed, p. 0 inconceivable the Scriptures ſhould be ſo whol- 


by ſilent in it. Nay ſhewing the very contrary in 


Fact, as J have ſaid already concerning Saint 
Peter. He has indeed ſaid it already, but 
has he prov'd it? I have prov'd the Scrip- 


tures are not wholly ſilent in it, nor ſhew the con- 


trary in Fact. Others have done the ſame 
thing hundreds of times; Your Author 
knows it well enough, but his Simple Rea- 
ders do not; and that's all he deſires. 


Luk. xxii* The Paſſage of Saint Luke concerning the 


24 Conteſt among the Apoſtles, is miſunder- 


ſtood by your Author. For 1. The Supre- | 


macy was not then ſettled upon Saint Perer, 
and 2. Their Diſpute was who ſhould be the 
greateſt in their Maſter's Temporal King- 
dom. This ambitious Error Chriſt check'd ; 
bur it was not the Time to determine the 
Spiritual Supremacy. This he did after- 
wards, for which we have both Scripture 
and Tradition. 


Sir, 


| 
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19. Sir, your Author makes a great pother 


with his Negative Arguments. This is un- 
 Conceivable ;, that is unconceivable ;, Tie Scri 
tures are ſilent in this; the Scriptures are ſilent in 
that, is what we meet with almoſt in every 
Page of the Book; but I hope he has not ſo 


entirely the Property of this Way ofarguing 


but that others may uſe it as well as he. 

Give me leave then, Sir, to uſe it againſt 
him thus. It is an eſſential Point upon 
which Faith and Salvation depend, to be- 
lieve Scripture to be the Word of God, to 
believe ſuch and ſuch Books to be Scripture, 
Cc. Is it not then inconceivable that the Scriptures 
are wholly ſilent in this Matter? Is it not in- 
conceivable that the Apoſtles never ſettled 
the Canon of Scripture beyond Diſpute ? 
Either in a General Aſſembly, or in ſome. 
Book univerſally receiv'd by all-Primitire 


Chriſtians, & c. What can your Author ſay 


to this? Let him make what Anſwer he 
pleaſes, it will juſtify or condemn both 
him and me. An Excellent Method of 
refuting our Principles 


22. Now we come to the Author's Third Caſe flats 
Section, and a Curious one it is, eſpe- page 11. 


_ cially” if we conſider the Political Re- 
flections it contains. Sir, has your Author 
been, converſant of late with H——aly, 
H- den and S-? Cc. I thought he was no 
great Friend to thoſe Gentlemen, and ima- 
gin'd he was for Kingly Government, ac- 
_ cording to the Conſtitution : But now | am 
afraid he has chang'd Principles; and if his 
Syſtem be true, there can be no Kiagly Go» 
r C3 vernment 
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vernment upon Earth, unleſs it be in ſome 
Town or Village. Apply, Sir, the Ob- 
jections he makes againſt an Univerſal Mo- 
narch, to our own Sovereign, and you 


will find *em as concluding againſt the one, 
as againſt the other. For 1. Muſt not ours 


have under him a Number of Deputies, 


Governours, Officers, &c. 2. If his Sub- 
jeas are reſolv'd to rebell, can his Pru- 
dence hinder their Defection? And this has 
been notoriouſly the Caſe of ſome of our 
Monarchs. 3. Has not this overthrown 
our Monarchy, and has not Kingly Go- 
vernment been quite aboliſh'd here? 4. 
Have not the Civil Wars ended here in the 
Sequeſtration, Devaſtation, Deſtruction, 
&c. of the Loyal Party? Therefore Mo- 


narchy is impoſſible : Therefore there muſt 


be no Monarchy in England. Grateful 


_ Concluſions to the W—gs, and for which 


Caſe ſta- 
ted, page 
12. | 


they will thank your Author! What he 
ſays, That God has conſulted beſt for. the Peace 
and Safety of Mankind, in diſtributing the World 
into ſeveral Independant Governments, is 
ſomething dubious, unleſs He can fix pre- 
ciſely the Number of Independent Govern- 
ments requiſite for the Peace and Safety 1-4 
Alankind, When he does this, 1 ſhall 
think more upon the Matter; and 1 ſuppoſe 
Nn 2 great Politician as he is, can eaſily 
o it \ 3 * ES” 
21. Sir, there is no Government with- 


out ſome Inconveniency; but it the World 


were under One Monarch, | don't doubt 
but it would be as well or better 3 
. 8 
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than now it is. Auguſtus was Monarch of 
a great Part of the World, and in his time 
was not there a General Peace in his whole 
; Empire ? Since the Diviſion of this Empire, 
can it be ſhewn that Peace has been ſo long 


and univerſal in the ſame Countries? Nay, 


Is it not evident that in the ſame Countries, 
notwithſtanding your Author's Mediators, 
Guarantees, &c. there has been, for theſe 


Two Hundred Years paſts five times more- 
= 


_Rebellions, Bloodſhed, Devaſtations, &c. 
than there had been in 'em in the ſame 
ſpace, of Time, whilſt they were under 
ne. Monarch? No Man that has the leaſt 
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_ tinQure of Hiſtory, can deny this: What (g faz. 
he adds concerning Unity in the World, is ted, p. 12. 


Infignificant, and ſo I come to the Begin- 


ning of the Thirteenth page: Here indeed ib. 


he makes his Lord ſpeak Truth, but I am 
ſure the Author does not. The Pope's Su- 


premacy has not been the great Cauſe of 


Diviſions, &c. but the ' rebellious Dilobe- 
dience of wicked Hereticks. King Charles 
the. Firſt's maintaining Monarchy was not 
the Cauſe of the Diſorders which happen'd 
in the Kingdom, in his Life time, but the 
 Helliſh. Diſobedience of Republican Rebels. 
What Gregory the Great ſaid of Jobn, Biſhop 


of Conſtantinople, me allow of; and no 


. Catholick ever ſaid that the Church de- 
pended upon One. (Here I muſt put your 
Author in mind that the Empire had been 

tranſlated to Conſtantinople, long before John 
was born) We admit likewiſe of what St. 
e 219 of Fe IPRRE TE Biſhops, and 


1 8 that 


1 


p. 13» 
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that Epiſcopgtus unus eſt, cujus a ſingulis in 

idum pars tenetur : But I hope your Au- 
thor will not compel us to receive his 
Tranſlation of this . Paſſage; but if we 
ſhould receive it, it makes more againſt 
him than againſt us, and *tis but Paſſion 
alone againſt Popery that could hinder him 
to ſee it. You know, Sir, your Author 


exclaims moſt furiouſly againſt an Univerſal 


Biſhop; and if this Tranſlation be good, 
there is not one Biſhop in the World but is 
ſo: There is but One Epiſcopate, ſays the 
Tranſlation, of which. every Biſhop bas the 
whole, in Partnerſhip with the reſt. Now 


Partners: have equal Fewer with one an- 


other, over every part of the Whole, 
which they poſſeſs in common: So every 
Biſhop has as much Power, juriſdiction, 
Right of Inſpection, &c. in every other 
Dioceſs, as in his own, therefore in all the 
Dioceſſes in the World (Good News for Poor 
Biſhops) therefore is an Univerſal Bp. and 
that too according to the Principles of the 
Eyprianick Age! A Goodly Frame indeed, 
and fit to ſuppo 
But not an Apoſtolical one, as I have ſhewn 
already. 2. Admitting his Tranſlation, I 
anſwer directly, There is but One Epi ſcopate, 
of which every Biſhop bai the whole, in Part- 


rant, but 1 deny that every Bp, has the whale 
| 2 aa, in 772 with the reſt. 
In your Opinion every Bp. in E- A has the 
whole Order of Epiſcopacy, as much as the 
Arpp. of Cant. but they Rave not the ſame 
JJ oo TT” 


rt the Church of chr? 


verſbip with the reſt; as it is a Holy Order, / 
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Juri ſdiction. Theirs is over their reſ- 
pective Flocks, his is over the Biſhops 
themſelves: And thus it is with the Su- 


reme Paſtor. What harm then can this 
aſſage do to his Supremacy ? Sir, we ad- 
mit of what Saint Cyprian ſays, Epiſcopatus 
um eſt, cujus a ſingulis in ſolidum pars tene- 
tur: And we can't conceive how this hurts 


the Pope's Supremacy. Becauſe there 5s One 


Epiſcopate, of which each Biſhop poſſeſſes 
wholly a Part, therefore there is no Su- 
preme Paſtor. A Goodly Conſequence? 
England is one Kingdom, of which each 
Landed Man poſſeſſes wholly a part; 
therefore they do not hold of the Crown, 


nor is the King Supreme Lord ! W——ygegs - 
may like this: Germany is an Empire, of | 


which each Baron, Prince, EleQor, &c. poſſeſ- 
ſes wholly a part; therefore they don't 


hold from the Emperor, nor is he Supreme 


Lord and Governor of the whole! Are 
theſe Conſequences to be admitted ? Sir, 
we own that in the Church there is but One 


Epiſcopate, a part of it is committed to each 


Biſhop in ſolidum, but ſtill with Subordina- 
tion to the Supreme Paſtor. This was the 
Frame of the Church, not only in Saint 
Cypriar's Days, but in all Ages from the 


Apoſtles time, down to ours; and will 


ever be ſo, notwithſtanding all that rebel- 


| lious Hereticks can either do or ſay to the 


contrary. 


22. Now he comes again to his Political Caſc, pag. 


vernment of the Church with the _— 
d 1 | r 


Reflections, and compares the ſpiritual Go-14- 
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temporal, Government of the World. 
But (Sir) do Princes in the World poſſeſs 
and govern the whole, in Partnerſhip with 
others ? If ſo, then every Prince has a right 
in another's Dominions, and if one miſma · 
nages or oppreſſes his People, &c. other 
Princes may call him to an account for it. 
Now, I thought Princes were accounta- 
ble but to God alone; at leaſt I thought 
your Author believ'd that our Sovereigns 
Had power to govern their Subjects as they 
pleas'd, without other Princes intermed- 
dling in their Affairs; now it ſeems he is of 
another Mind, his Principles however 
may not be unacceptable to ſome, whilſt 
they may ſerve a Turn, eſpecially to thoſe 
[who delight in War; and who knows but 
the Emperor, by virtue of his Partnerſhip, 
may look upon the Queen as guilty of Miſ- 
management for making Peace,. and ſaving 


her Subjects Blood and Treaſure, &c. But 


if he ſhou'd call her to an account for it, I 
hope your Author is ſo good a Patriot as 
not to ſide with him againſt her on ſuch an 
Occaſion. ; 4. 33 
23- After this he gives a goodly Notion 
of the Unity of the Church, and really it 
is Pity he was not nam'd one of the Com- 
ehenfion Divines in K. Milliam's time. 


Caſe fta- Its Unity, ſays he, conſiſts in the Common 
ted,p. 14- Chriſtianity wherein al agree ; ſo that if all 


Seas agree in ſome Common Principles of 
Chriſtianity, tho? they have no Ordination, 
_ Sacraments, Cc. tho' they erect Altar 
againſt Altar, &c, tho" they curſe and 
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damn One another, E yet they are True 


Churches, and in Union with the Catholick 


Church. Silly Primitive Chriſt;ans, that 
knew nothing of this Principle! It would 


have ſav'd'em the Labour of writing ſo ma- 


ny Volumes, preaching ſo many Sermons, aſ- 
ſembling ſo many Councils, &c.and all to con- 
demn the true Members of the Cath. Church, 
whom they unjuſtly call'd Hereticks. And is 
not this doing the Fathers and the Primitive 
Church a great deal of Honour! 

24. What follows about. Obeying Chriſt's 


. Commandments, &c. is nothing to the pur- 


poſe; and if it fignifies any thing, it is 
againſt him and his Party, who have cut 
themſelves off from us by a Cauſeleſs Sepa- 

ration: But one thing he ſays, which is a 
moſt Wicked Calumny: For when or 
where did the Church of Rome ever main- 
tain what he calls her Noſtrum, or ſay that 
Baptis'd PErſons fallen from the Church, 
ceas'd to be Chriſtians? This he can never 
' ſhew ; and until he does, you cannot find 
fault with me for believing he is not very 
ſincere in his Dealings. 
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Ibidem. 


25. What he — of Turks, Moors, Perſians, Caſe, pag. 
3 


&c. is Mere St 
thoſe Infidels are goyern'd ? And we own 


that "tis Fancy never came into the Heads of 


no other Mortals but Papiſts, to extend the Su- 
premacy of the Biſhop of Rome beyond the Li- 
mits of the Roman Empire. Your Author 
here, againſt his Will, ſpeaks Truth; for 
it came into the Heads of the Ancient Fa- 
thers, and every one knows they were 

2 8 8 thorow-pac'd 


for what is it to us how 15. 
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thorow-pac'd Papiſts. I cou'd quote many 
of em upon this Matter, but for Brevity's 
ſake I ſhall only _— Two of 2 
thority: Saint Proſper, a notorious Papiſt, 
ſag, — it far Gf the Limits of 3.40 
Ingratis. Empire, and thus expreſſes the Senſe of the 
Church of his Time: ä 


* Rome, Peter's Seat, which to the World 
is made the Head of Paſtoral Honour. What- 
ever ſhe does not poſſeſs by Arms, ſhe poſſeſſes by 
Re ligion. | f 25 1 ES 


| S. Leo, another rank Papiſt, expreſſes him- 
S. Tes. ſelf in the ſame manner: (a) Ton &c. (ſays he 
Ser. in in an Apoſtrophe, to Rome) that being made 
Nat. App. by the Holy Seat of Peter, the Head of the 
Pet. & Fa. Morid, you might preſide further by divine Re- 
ligion than by Earthly Domination. For tho 

by gaining many Victories, you have extended 

your Empire by Sea and Land, yet your Warlike 

Labour bas leſs ſubdued, than Chriſtian Peace 

has ſubjeed to you. The Tranſlation is not 


Polite 


s. 334 i 
— 8 ! 8 — NEE CAPSEEELS" NATE m 2 
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* Sedes Roma Petri, quæ Paſtoralis Honoris 
FaQa Caput Mundo, quicquid non pothdet Armis 
Religione tenet. by 


2 


(4) Iſti ſunt qui te ad hanc Gloriam provexerunt, 
ut Gens Sancta, Populus Electus, Civitas Sacerdotalis, 
& Regia, per Sacram B. Petri Sedem, Caput Orbis 
effetta; latizs præſideres Religione Divina quam Do- 
minatione Tertenz. Ouamvis enim, multis aucta 
Victoriis, Jus Imperii tui Terra Mariq; protulerie, 
minus tamen eſt quod tibi Bellicus Labor ſubdidit, 
quam quod Pax Cbriſtiana ſubjecit. N 
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polite, but it is exact, and you can deſire 

no more. But, Sir, | had almoſt forgot to 

put you in mind, that this Saint Proſper 

was a peculiar Friend of Saint Auguſliu, 
and that this Saint Leo preſided in a Gene- Concil. 
ral Council admitted by your Party. This, Chalced. 
Sir, is very obſervable, and I hope you'll 

take particular, notice of it. 

26. But Sir, tho' the Pope's Supremacy is 
deny'd by all other Mortals but Catholicks, 
what is that to us? Do we believe or reject 

any thing, becauſe it is believ'd or rejected by 
Hereticks or Infidels? If one ſhould ſay, no 
Man but a Chriſtian ever believ'd F.C. to be 
God, no Man but a Proteſtant ever be- 
liev'd Proteſtancy to be the True Religion, 
would theſe be good Arguments for deny- 
ing Chriſt's Divinity, or the Truth of 
Proteſtancy ? I believe your Author will not 
allow this; and why then does he urge ſuch 
Arguments againſt the Pope's Supremacy ? 

27. He ſays that there is not one Word in 
| Scripture appointing an Oniuerſal Head in the Ib. yy. 1g. 
Chriſtian Church; and J fay it is a Falſe AG 
ſertion, and I have prov'd it ſuch ; and 
ſuppoſe there was not, it makes nothing 
againſt us, till your Author can prove that 
Scripture is the only Rule of Faith, and 
nothing to be beliey'd but what is contain'd 
init; which Iam ſure he, and all his Par- 
ty together, can never do. | 

28. In the Firſt Anſwer, p. 16. he ſeems to 
be mightily pleas'd with his own Acuteneſs, Caſe, page 
but 10 ſhew you he has no great Reaſon 16. 
| - 0 
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to be ſo. Sir, how often have we told your 
Party that our Diſpute with *em never re- 
garded, in this Particular, the City of 
Rome, but the ſupreme Paſtor reſiding 
there? How often have we ſaid that before 
Saint Peter was at Rome, no other Church 
could be in ſubordination to the Church of 
Rome? But then we have told you as often 
that all Churches, even thoſe that were be- 


fore that of Rome, were afterwards ſubjected 


to her by St. Peter, when he fix'd his Seat in 
Rome. This your Author ſhould have re- 
futed with ſomething like an Argument, 
and not have made uſe of a quibling Equi- 
vocation to deceive his ſimple Readers; 
But that was more than he was able to do, 


Jo he goes on, and uſes ſtill the ſame Equivo- 


cation againſt the Church of Rome After 


Caſe fta · chere was a Church at Rome, ſays he, the 
ted. p. 16. B;ſhops and Fathers of thoſe Times, knew no- 


thing of its Supremacy, far leſs of its Infallibi- 


lity, nor ever appeal d to it in their Diſputes 
with Hereticks. To this I anſwer, 1. Suppoſe 


the Fathers knew nothing of the Infallibility of 


the particular Church of Rome, or of its 
Paſtor, what can your Author make of it ? 
For this is no part of our Belief, and we 
may grant it without any Prejudice to the 
Faith ofour Church. 2. That che Fathers knew 


nothing of its Paſtor's Supremacy is manifeſtly 


untrue, as I have ſhewn you already. 3. It's 
likewiſe untrue that the Fathers never ap- 
pral'd even to that Paſtor, in their Diſputes 
with Hereticks; and if they had not, it's 
nothing at all againſt our Faith ; but it is 

Notorious 
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notorious that they have appeal d againſt 

Hereticks to the Church, aſſembled in Gene- 

ral Councils, owning the Biſhop of Rome Cbal. C. 

for their Head and Supreme Paſtor, and no- * ns 

thing but perverſe Obſtinacy can deny a 

thing ſo manifeſt. 5 Ub | 

209. Some Churches have contended for, and Tbidem. 

| aſſerted their Liberties againſt the particular 
Church and Court of Rome. This we own 

and commend em for it,” but can your Au- 

thor ſhew any Church that aſſerted an abſo- 

late Independency upon the Church of 

Rome, and was not immediately condemn'd 

as Heretical or Schiſmatical ? And now, 

Sir, I think when a Man ſo much inſults 

others, he ſhou'd remember his own Prin- 

ciples. Does not your Author ſay that 

every Biſhop poſſeſſes the whole, in Partnerſhip 

with the reſt? So every Partner having a right 

to the whole, it cannot be juſtly ſaid that any 

part is independent of him; therefore accor- 

ding to his Opinion, there is a mutual Depen- 

dance among all Biſhops; the Bp. of Rome de- 

pends on others, and others likewiſe de- 

pend on him, unleſs your Author thinks 

he is no Biſhop ; but then what becomes of 

the Pretended Ordinations of your Party, | 

which, againſt the Laws of the Land, they | | 

challenge, and derive from the Biſhop of 

Rome? This I cou'd demonſtratively 

prove, but I leave it toa Learned Friend, 

who in a ſhort time will publiſh'd an unan- 

ſwerable Diſſertation upon the Nullity of 

your Ordinations. | 


30. 
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Ibidem. 30. All that he ſays of Unity, &c. is in? 


Caſe fta- notice of. Al Churches, ſays he, 
ted, page Summary of our Faith call d the Creed; and the 


17. 
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ſignificant, but what he adds is worth taking 
ree in thats 


Church of Rome her ſelf muſt think this ſuſſi- 
cient for e If this be ſufficient, then 
Papiſts are ſecure, for they admit the Sum- 
mary; and it muſt be a moſt damnable Sin 
in thoſe that ſeparated from them, or re- 
main in that Separation upon the account of 
Pretended Errors; for nothing but the 


Loſs of their Salvation ſhould have induc'd - 


*em to rebell againſt the Church of God, 
and cauſe ſo many Diſorders, Maſlacres, 
Rebellions, &c. as they have done in all 


Nations wherever they have got any 


footing. | 


Secondly, It is diſputablewhether all thoſe 


he calls Churches agree in the Summary; 
however, I'll let that. paſs, and I fay that 
the Church of Nome does think the Summa- 
ry ſufficient for Salvation to thoſe, to whom 


other Articles have not been ſufficiently 


propos d, but at the ſame time ſhe thinks 
inſufficient for the Salvation of 
Thoſe, who reje& other Articles ſufficiently 
. propos'd to em, ſuch as your Author and 


the Summary 


rty are. I'll make this plain to you, 


Sir, by a Queſtion or two, which 1 deſire - 


your Author to anſwer. Is the Summary 
call d the Creed ſufficient for the Salvation of 
a Man who poſitively rejects the whole Bi- 


ble, looks upon it as a fictitious Book; and 
unworthy any Credit? Is it ſufficient for 


the Salvation of a Man who rejects all Sa- 


craments, 
* , 


* 
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craments, Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper, as 


abominable Superſtitions ? In a word, is it 
ſufficient for the Salvation of a Man, who 
condemns all Articles of Chriſtianity not 
contain'd in the Summary? What can your 
Author ſay to this? When he gives an 
Anſwer, I ſhall think him worthy of ſome 
further Conſideration. 158 

31. The Coun. of Trent has added no New 


Articles to the Creed; and we defy him and 


all his Party to prove that one New Article 


| has been added to the Old: Tis true, the 


Council of Trent has explain'd and declar'd 


the Old ones, as the Councils of Mice, 


Calcedon, Epheſm, &c. had done long be- 
fore; and where is the Fault of this? As 


35 


to what he adds, that he has met with no Caſe ſtat. 


Belief of Purgatory, the Invocation of | Saints, 


GC. was neceſſary. Ianſwer, 1. No Catholick 
_ ever ſaid the Belief of thoſe things is neceſſa- 


ry to Salvation, when not ſufficiently pro- 
pos'd : But 2. Every Catholick will tell him, 


that if thoſe Points be ſufficientiyspropos'd, 


”- > 


and obſtinately rejected, the Dis-belief of 
em is damnable Hereſy. © © 


32, Now we come to his Fourth Section 


i 
3 
7 


Roman Catholick ſo hardy u to ſay, that the 5g. 15. 


and I muſt tell you plainly, that in his Se- Le Fourib 
cond * Anſwer he ſpeaks neither like a Cn an- 
Divine, nor like a Chriſtian: How ! The!” © 


Sacraments no Part of our Faith ! Are they 
not of Divine Inſtitution ? Are they not di- 


vinely reveald ? Are they not contain'd in 


Scripture ? Is not this ſufficient to make 
'em Objects of our Faith? And if it be 
- * T D e i not, 


Ibid. 
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not, pray what is ? Suppoſe they be Signs and 


Seal: of our Faith in one Senſe, does that hinder 
em from being Objects of our Faith in another? 


1 thought hitherto that all Chriſtians look'd 


upon Reveal'd things as Matters of Faith, 
but it ſeems your Author's Private Fudg- 
ment has made a New Diſcovery in Divini- 
ty; but whether it be for the Good of 
Chriſtianity, Vl leave you to judge. 


Ca; p. 18. 33. What he adds in the following Page 


— 


about the Sacraments, &c. is liable to ma- 


ny. Exceptions; but ſince there's nothing. 
material in it againſt us, 1 ſhall now pro- 
ceed to. his Fifth Se&ion, wherein he ſays 
Two things which I wonder at. 1. He ſays 
that we have more.Sefts among us than you. 
have among you. How can this agree with 


his own Priuciples ? Does not he ſay that 


we ſtand by our ſelves, that we are in commu 
nion with no ch, that we are irreconcile- 
able, &c. And does not he ſcrew into his. 
Church all manner of SefFs, Greeks, 22 
Ethiopians, Neſtorians, &c. in a Word, all 
thoſe that believe the Summary ? How then 
is it poſſible that we have more Sets among us 


than you haue among you ? 2. He ſays, that 


his Church is no more anſwerable for 
thoſe that break off from her, than we are 
for thoſe that break off from u. How can 


that be? Does our Church admit of a Prin- 


ciple that is a neceſſary Cauſe of Sect and 
Diviſions ? No, we require Submiſſion to 
Lawful Authority; if obitinate People re- 
fuſe to ſubmit, we cut them. off from our 
Communion, but we are not rr for 

N eir 
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their Diſobedience. A Prince may require 


Submiſlion from his Subjects, and it they diſ- 


obey, is he anſwerable for their Crime ? The 
Caſe of your Author's Church is quite diffe- 
rent; ſhe admits of a Principle which cannot 
but produce Ses and Diviſions ; ſhe declares 
that Private Judgment is the only Guide that 
mut be follom d; now it's notorious that Pri- 
vate Fudgment is the only Cauſe of Sefts, Here- 
ſies, Cc. in the World. Therefore your 
Church admitting it as a Principle, ſhe is an- 
ſwerable for all the pernicious Effects it pro- 
duces; ſhecannot blame Diſſenters when they 
uſe it againſt her ſelf; whatever they door ſay, 


they may juſtify all by this Principle: You'll 


7 


ſay they miſuſe it, they'll ſay the ſame _ 


of you; ſo there's no End: And yet after a 


this, you are no more anſwerable ſor thoſe Sets 
which break off from you, than we are for thoſe that 
break off from w. A Gallant Conſequence ! 


34. Your Author begins his Sixth Section be 5:b5.- 


35 


with a Stout Argument : The Greek Church, anſwer'd. 


ſays he, elder than yours, and therefore your 
Church broke off from her. Another Gallant 
Conſequence ! Suppoſe the Greek Church be 


_ elder than ours, what's that to the purpoſe ? 


'Tis not Age nor Priority of Time, but of 


Juri ſdiction. that _ the Supremacy. I 
already, and really I am - 


have told you this al rea 
weary of repeating a thing ſo often. But 


Sir, is the Greek Church elder than Saint 
Peter, who fix'd his Seat at Rome, and by 


that means made her the Head of all 


Churches? Sure your Author will not ſay 


this. Other Churches in Great Britain 
N D 2 N are 
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are elder than Canterbury, yet Canterb 
has the Primacy over em all; and if theſe 
Churches ſhou'd revolt from her, I believe ( 
ſhe wou'd not be ſatisfy'd if they ſhou'd 
ſay, to juſtify themſelves, that they being the 
Elder Churches, ſhe rather broke off from them 
by ſetting up her Primacy, than they from her 
or look upon it as a good Plea to maintain 
their Defection. PEE WW 
35. But is it not pleaſant to ſee your Author 
affirm that we broke off from the Gr. Church. Io 
hear him ſpeak, one wou'd think he never had 
heard any thing of the infamous PHorius. Sir, 
we can ſnew where, when, and how the Gr. 
Church departed from us; and this is an Ad- 
vantage that our Ch. has over all Sects: We 
can tell the Place where, the Time when, the 
Manner how, and the Perſons who firſt broa- 
| | ched their Errors. This they can never do a- 
gala us, and we defy em altogether to ſhew 
| | The leaſt Innovation in any Point of our Do- 
[ arine, which they condemn as erroneous: 
Some of em have endeayour'd it, but you 
[} know with what Succeſs ! The . deſperate 
Shifts _ your Party are forc'd to in ſuch 
4 Occaſions, are evident Proofs that 
the Truth is invincible. The French Mi- 
D'Alix. niſter D' Alix has expos'd himſelf to the 
Novelics Laughter of all Learned Men, by an At- 
5. 72> tempt of this nature; and this ſhou'd deter 
any other of his Coat, from medling any 
| more with that Subject. 5 
36. Your Author adds that the Gr. Church 
| Re ver own'd our Suprem But this is ſuch 
| a Miſtake, that every Novice in Eccleſiaſti- 
| 


cal 


# 
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cal Hiſtory may eaſily perceive it; and 
there's nothing more notorious than that 
the Greek Church own'd the Supremacy of ours, 
For 1. She allow'd the Biſhop of Rome to 
Preſide-in Councils made up of her Biſhops : 
Theſe Biſhops call him their Head, and 
themſelves his Members, &c. and teſtify 
all manner of Subje&ion to him; but 
which is more obſervable, they do this in 
Councils which the Author and his Party 
admit as orthodox; and to convince you 
the more of it, I quote you their very 
Words in their own Language. Þ 2. Tis 
notorious that ſhe allow'd the Pope's Sſe. Hiſt. 
Wee over her Patriarchs, Biſhops, 3 
&c. and that he depos'd ſome, reſtored ho gorer. 
others, &c. 3. The many Appeals made hiſt. Ecc. 
to the Pope by Patriarchs, Primates, Biſhops, lib. ii. c. 
Ce. is a further Proof of the Pope's Su- H. 1 f. 
premacy being own'd in the Greek Church, ca. V Kc. 
and all this is aſſerted by the Authors and * * 
Members of that very Church. How then 
can you believe your Author when he aſ- 
ſerts the contrary. 

37. Thoſe whom he is pleas'd to call the 
Numerous Churches of Aſia, and who in rea- 
lity are but Condemn'd Hereticks, reject 
the Supremacy of the Church of Rome, and 
ſo do the Hereticks of Sweden, Den- 


mark, Holland, G&c. and who denies 
', "Is this ? 
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this? Hereticks will always reject the true 
Doctrine of the Church, we cannot help 
that; but their Peryerſeneſs does not de- 
prive the Church of her Right: A Num- 
r of Rebels may reje& a King's Lawful 
Title, but their Obſtinacy-does not make 


him forfeit his Right. 


38. As to the Churches of Africa, read 
the 162 Epiſtle of Saint Awuguflin, and 
you'll be convinced of your Author's 
Miſtake. The Ruſſians were converted to 
Cbr:ſtianity by Schiſmaticks, ſince the time 
of Photizs;, they ſtill perſiſt in the ſame 
Schiſm, and ſo*tis no Wonder they never 
own'd our Supremacy. 3 

39. But, Sir, I wonder your Author 
does not remember what was decreed con- 
cerning the Pope's Supremacy, in a Coun- 


Con. gra. Til aſſembled in the Purer Times of the 
can. 3. 4. Chriſtian Church, viz. about Twenty Years 
A.D. 345-after that of Nice. The Greeks as well as 


Novell. 
Theod. 

Tit. 24» 
Circa A. 
D. 424. 


the Latins, receiv'd it as ecumenical; and 
this Council allows Biſhops, &c. to appeal 
to the Pope in caſe of Grievance, &c. 
and wou'd the Greeks have ſuffer'd this, if 
they never bad owr'd the Pope's Supremacy ? 
Sir, tis too well known how jealous the Greeks 
have always been of their own Privileges. 
But they believ'd the Pope to be Supreme, 
and ſo did then all Faithful Chriſtians in the 
World, for the Reaſons expreſs'd in an Im- 
perial Law publiſh'd in thoſe Primitive 
Times, viz. That the Supremacy of the See 
Apoſtolick has been eftabliſh'd both by the 
MERIT of Saint Peter, who is the Prince of 


Epiſcopal 
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Epiſcopal Society, by the Dignity of the Ci 
441 the ſacre 1 To þ Heel. 
That is by Divine, Civil, and Eccleſiaſtical 
Law. And can there be any thing more 
_ convincing than this is, for the Pope's Su- 
premacy ? 2 

40. That Rome ſtands by her ſelf 


tampers with Hereticks, ſhe'll not allow 
'em to believe what. they pleaſe, and yet 


reje& but one reveal'd Truth, ſhe con- 


demns 'em as if they rejected all; ſhe conſi- 


ders the Supremacy of her Paſtor as one of 
thoſe reveal'd Truths, and if Hereticks 
ſhould believe this, and deny any other Ar- 
ticle, ſhe would ſtill condema them: Your 


Church is not ſo; ſhe can bereconciFd 


with any thing, Hereticks, Schiſmaticks, 
| Cophtes, Neſtorians, Abiſſins, &c. any Peo- 
ple are welcome ſo they believe the Summa- 
ry. Tho' they curſe, anathematize, damn, 
&c. one another, yet they are the ſame 
Catholick Church, becauſe (for ſooth) they 
agree in the Common Principles of Reli- 
gion contain'd in the Summary! A Goodly 
Crew indeed, and fit to be call'd the Body 
of Jeſus Cariſt ! , | 
41. Not only the greateſt part, but the 
whole Catholick Church, did, and ever will 
own the Supremacy of the Roman Church; 
and whoever denies it is not of the Carho- 
lick Church, but a condemn'd Heretick. 
His Obſervation that 20 Nation which broke 
off from Rome, ever return'd to her again, is 
|  D4 moſt 


admit 'em into her Communion. If they 


39 


the moſt ir- Caſe fta- 
reconcileably of any, is very true; ſhe never ted. p. 20. 


— 


| Ibidem. 
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moſt falſe for not to mention others, the 


Ididem. 


Greeks did return to her often, and broke 
off from her as often; nothing of an Hi- 
ſtorian can be ignorant of this; and if 
Rome has been upon the loſmg band on one ſide, 
ſhe has been upon the winning hand on the 
other; ſhe has added to her Communion 
as many at leaſt as fell from her; her Ac- 
quiſitions in Aſia, Africa, and eſpecially in 
America, are viſible; and if your Author 
be ignorant of this, he muſt be altogether 
unacquainted with what paſles in the 
World. os | 

42. As to what he adds, we challenge 
_ and all his Party, to ſhew the leaſt 

ange of Principles, in Supremacy or Infalli- 
bility relating 0 Faith: Tis bat the Spi- 
rit of Error that makes him impoſe on us 
ſuch a Calumny; and Fm ſure he'll deceive 
his ſilly Lord, by promiſing what he will 
mever de abte- to perform. 

43. We own indeed your Reformation 
has done ſome good to the Church of Rome. 
It has made her Paſtors and Doctors apply 


- themſelves with more Care than was before 
needful. Whilſt ravenous Wolves are 


roving about the Flock, the Shepherd is 
more watchful. The Devil himſelf is be- 
neficial to Good Men in the ſame manner; 
his Temptations make 'em more careful, 


and they acquire a greater Treaſure of Me- 


rit by*overcoming his Temptations. Thus 


your Reformation has reform'd Popery, and 


ye thank you for it, as much as Good Men 
„ th > : ; thank 
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thank the Devil, for tempting them to 
their Deſtruction. | 


+ 


thing ſinful were requir'd of him as a Condi- 
tion of Communion ;, for he may ſay the ſame 
thing of the Roman Church. But does he 
think the Greeks require nothing ſinful as 4 
Condition of Communion ? Let him conſult 


his Brethren of Mittemberg, they'll tell him 
their Opinion of the Matter, and how kindly 
they were receiv'd by the Gr. Church in the 
Patriarch Jeremiah's time. If he means peg, er. 
that the Greeks require nothing ſinful as a Con-ad Theol. 
dition of Communion, then he thinks Trax-Winem. 
ſubſtantiation, Adorationof the Hoſt, Invo - 


cation of Saints, &c. not to be ſoful; for 
they require a Belief of theſe as 4 Condition 
of Communion : And why then ſuch a Hue 
and Cry after poor Papiſts, for believing 
thoſe Doctrines? Your Author will do well 
to give you ſome ſatisfaction in this mat- 
«Rl Sow | 


means that Church, ſpread ' in every Na- 
tion, and in Communion with the Supreme 

Paſtor, commonly reſiding at Rome; and I 
have told you already that ſhe rejects all 


Hereticks, Schiſmaticks, &c. We own 


that a Communion admitting Private Judg- 
ment as a Principle, is more extended and ex- 
tendable than ours, for it takes in Schiſmaticks, 


HFereticks, Heathens, Priſts, Atheiſts, &c. . 


For 


43. Sir, what does your Author mean in Cafe ſta- 
ſaying he knows nothing ſhould hinder him to ted, page 
communicate with the Greek Church, if no; 20. 


44. Tis true, Rome can communicate with Caſe fa: 
none but her ſelf. If by Rome your Author ted, p. 31. 
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For they all follow this Principle, which 


according to your Author, the only Guide 
that God bas given em. Thus indeed you are 


more Catholick than we, and in that Senſe 


we will never diſpute with you the Title of 
the Cathelick Church. | 

46. What your Author adds is pretty odd: 
He ſays that the Univerſal Supremacy is that 
which meſt of any one thing in the World, hin- 


| ders the Unian and Communion of Chriſtian 


Churches. How can that be? For 1. He 
makes us. to underſtand they are all in 
Union with one another, ſince they all 
agree in the common Principle of the Sum- 
mary; and how can the Supremacy hinder the 
Communion of thoſe who are in Communion 
already? 2. If they be not, how does our 
Supremacy hinder the Author's Church to 
unite with ſome other Churches? Why 
does ſhe not try whether any other 
Churches in the World will admit her to 
their Communion, except perhaps the 
Calviniſts, and tis no Honour for your 
Church to be admitted by ſuch a vile and 
infamons Sect as this is: Intereſt or Spite 
will make them do any thing; in 1632 


they admitted of the Zutherans, but the 


Lutherans ſcornfully curs'd and rejected em. 
The French Hugonots hate. Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nations, but in Exgland they can conform. 
This ſhews what a Crew they are! 


- Whilſt you are in Power they will fawa u 


on. you, but you know how they us'd you in 

1648, and how they uſe you. now in 

Scotland; ſo there is no truſting gs | 
| | ut 
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But why does not your Church attempt an 
Union with the Greeks ? It's true, they re- 
jected the Lutherans, tho? nearer in Belief 

to them than you are: Perhaps they will 
not uſe you ſo uncivilly, where's the harm 
to try? Why does ſhe not make an Union 
with the Lutherans, who are nearer home ? 
Tho' they rejected the Calviniſts, they may be 


more civil to you, becauſe you have ſettled 
a. good Succeſlion upon one of their Reli- 


gion, and one Good Turn requires an- 
other. I ſay it again, where's the harm to 
try? But curſed Popiſh Supremacy is in the 
Way, and that ſpoils alf! What a Diſap- 
pointment ! Riſum teneatis ! 

47- The Author begins his Seventh 


Section with ſaying there never was a Gene- Caſe fta- 
ral Council, &c. and gives no Proof for it but ted, 7. 21. 


his own Word, which is no Demonſtra- 
tion; but he gives the Lie to the Compilers 
of the 39 Articles, which ſhews no great 
Reſpect for ſuch great Men! What he 


adds is partly untrue, and partly inſignifi- 7h Se- 


cant; its untrue that Councils call them- ventb ged. 


ſelves Oecumenical, becauſe they were refuted. 


within the Empire; had they been aſſem- 


bled without the Empire, as many have 
been fince its Fall, they would have call'd 


themſelves Oecumenical; whether the La- 


tin Church was or was not the Oikumene 


of the Empire, it ſignifies nothing; and 


we own that Hereticks and Schiſma- ' 


ticks have been partly the Occaſion we 
are call'd Roman Catholicks ; by that Name 
we are diſtinguiſh'd from Hereticks who 

£ are 


44 
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are in Rebellion againſt the ſupreme Paſtor 
reliding at Rome. But Du Pin's Remark, if 
it be his, is falſe; for long before the 
Schiſm of the Greeks, the True Faithful were 


Vide Via. call'd Romans : But ſuppoſe the Obſervation 


Vticen. 


to be true, what hurt can it do us? Or 


Hift. de what Advantage can it be to your Author's 


per vand. 
Greg. Tur. 


&c. 


Cauſe? Nothing, but to make ſimple Rea- 
ders believe he ſays ſomething, when he 
ſays nothing at all. 5 

48. If Du Pin vindicates the Rights of 
every National Church, againſt the parti- 
cular Church and Court of Rome, we com- 
mend him for it, and this I am ready to do 
when Occaſion offers ; in the mean time I 
wonder your Author can have the aſſurance 


Caſe, pag. to quote falſely the Proceedings of the Parlia- 
22. f 


ment of Paris, ſince every Reader of his 
own Book may eaſily diſcover the Impo- 
ſture. Pray, Sir, let us turn to Page 45 of 
the Appendix, let us compare his Quota- 
tions with the Places he quotes, and then 
frame what Judgment you pleaſe upon the 
whole. The Proceedings of the Parliament of 
Paris, ſays your Author, tells the Pope that 
bis Biſhoprick extends only to the Dioceſs of 
Rome, and his Patriarchate to thoſe Provinces 
call d Suburbicarian, &c. The Words of the 
Appendix run thus: Is it that the Pope means 
to have no more Commerce with France ? Is he 
perſuaded that his Power reaches no further than 
the Dioceſs of Rome, and his Patriarchſhip n0 


further than the neighbouring Provinces call 


Suburbicarial ? Does he intend to renounce the 
Quality of Head of the Chursh, and hh 
| | Father 


Father of the Faithful? Now, Sir, has this 


Paſſage the Meaning your Author gives it? 
And is an Interrogation always the ſame 
thing with a poſitive Affirmation? If a Child 
ſhould ask a careleſs Father whether he 
thinks his Power extends not to the Children 
he neglects, or whether he intends to re- 
nounce the Quality of Head of the Family, or 
Father of his Children? Wou'd this be po- 
litively affirming that the Father's Power 
does not extend to his Children ? That he 


is no more Head of the Family, or Father of 


his Children ? Ridiculous ! Can this be Fair 
Dealing in your Author ? Eſpecially ſince 
he knows the Parliameat never intended to 


ſay any thing contrary to the four Propoſi- | 


tions. Turn over to Page 51 of the Ap- 
pendix, and there you'll find, ro your Au- 
thor's Shame, what their Opinion is; 
There they ſay, that zotwithſtanding all the 
Pope's Ill Uſage to em, they will ever remain 
inſeparably united to the Holy See, will acknow- 


ledge S. Peter's Succeſſor as the Firſt and Chief 


of the Biſhops, will moſt religiouſly maintain the 
Communion and Correſpondence with the Church 
of Rome. Can there be any thing plainer 


than this is? And What Opinion can you 


have of your Author's Sincerity ? 

49. What he ſays of the ſtout Reſiſtance 
of the Biſhops of France, is likewiſe un- 
true. Turn over to the 44th Page of the 
Appendix, there you'll find that thoſe Bi- 
ſhops never pretended to excommunicate 
the Pope, and that your Author mult be 
either ignorant or malicious, when he 


gives 


45 


„„ 1 
gives that Senſe to theſe Words, Si excom- 


municaturus veniret, excommunicatus abiret. 


But what if ſome rebellious Biſhops 
ſhould have excommunicated the Pope and 


depos d him too, could that prejudice his 


Right more than Rebellious Subjects coul 


. a King's; beſides if your Author be any 


thing vers'd in Antiquity, he'll find that in 
France, at that very time, the Popes Supre- 
macy was own'd by all the Kingdom. 
— then to what purpoſe his Quotations 
ere. 
50. Now your Author is in a Queſtioning 


Qnſe, pag. Humour, and asks what is that Head can be 


| fells, and of which t 
Bel. de he 


excommunicated by his Members ? If I ſhou'd 
retort what i that Head can be cut off and 


dethroned by his Members? And conclude 
from hence that King Charles I. & is not 


Head or Supreme, what would your Au- 
thor anſwer ? 2. He · asks what is that Supre- 
macy can be limited or control d by its Sub- 


hey are Judges? If your 
Author had read Belurmin's Book, which 
notes ſo often, he would not have pro- 


Ro. Pont. 80 ſuch a Queſtion. An Abſolute Un- 
lib. 4 caP- limited Supremacy cannot be comrol d, &c. 
We we by its Subjefts, I on; but did we ever ſay 


there was ſuch a Supremacy in the Pope? 
Our Church Soeren e is rr * up 
of Monarchy, Ariſtocracy, & c. Our Paſtor 
is ſupreme but not arbitrary ; his Power is 
limitted by the Laws of God and the Ca- 


nons of the Church; Popes themſelves. 


do own this: * And therefore his Subjects 
can know how far it reaches. Thus it is in 


England; 


by. de ES. oe ot i. MS 805 8 
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England; the King's Power is Iimitted : Zain. a- 
He muſt govern by Law, and not ac-Pud Grat. 
cording to his Pleaſure; yet none of you Þ © 
will deny that he is Supreme Governor 
both in Church and State. The Emperor 
is the Supreme Head of the Empire, yet 
his er is limitted and control d by his 
Subjects, and they are Judges of it. The Go- 
vernment of the Church is much of the 
ſame nature with that of the Empire: 
This we aſſert, and why then all your Au- 
thor's impertinent Queſtions ? Will he ne- 
ver leave off his Unfair Ways? Will he al- 
ways impoſe Opinions upon us, and then 
refute them as if they were ours? This in- 
deed is a very eaſy Way of diſputing, but 
I hope you will not to ſay, tis a very ho- 
neſt one. 8 | 
51. He begins his Eighth Section with Caſe ſtat. 
an Aſſertion which has been already confu- Page 23. 
ted, and upon his Lord's ſaying that abſolute” = 
Supremacy and Inſallibility are not in the Pope, 
but in a General Council; he cries out this 
gives up your whole Foundation. Pray, Sir, 
what Foundation does it give up? For ſup- The 8th Se- 
Poſe Popes and not Councils, pretend to be Sug. tion refer 
ceſſors of Saint Peter, and Heirs of all the #64: 
Promiſes made to him, how does that hurt 
the Church's Infallibiliey, or the Pope's Li- 
mitted Supremacy? Know this "or ue 
TR Author 
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Author. the firſt time you ſee him, and in 
the mean time let us examine his learned 
Thought upon the Councils. 

52. Sir, I have often wonder'd at the 
Injuſtice of your Party; they accuſe us of 
propagating Deiſm in the Nation, and ſay 
tis undoubted Fact, when they themſelves 


Lipl. Ar are guilty of this Crime. To maintain 
ſwer to the their Rebellion againſt us; they frame cer- 


Free thin · 


ker. 


tain Principles, which the Deiſts turn 
againſt em with Advantage: When we re⸗ 
preſent to em the dangerous Conſequences 
of theſe Principles, they exclaim moſt bitter- 
ly againſt us. We cannot help that; 


whatever they ſay we muſt defend the 


Truth; but it is a peculiar Providence of 


God, that our Enemies can ſay nothing 


againft us, but what at the ſame time de- 
ſtroys all Religion; .and this is worth 
the particular Notice and ſerious Conſide- 
ration of any Man who thinks he has a Soul 
to be ſav'd. | W 


Caſe ſta- 53+ What your Author objects againſt 


23s 


ted, page Councils, to make *em of no Authority, is of 
this kind. A Deiſt can make the very ſame - 


ObjeQions againſt the Scripture, to ſhew 
that it can be no Rule of Faith. He can 
ſay, You Chriſtians, you are not agreed among 


your ſelves concerning Scriptures, a great 


| Books that are to be partly receiv'd and 772 


Number of your Ancient Fathers give 
Liſts of many Books call d Scripture, which 
are to be rejected, they give Liſts of other 


reprobated ; they mention other Books as 
„„ 8 UH doubtful, 


EL E:T HER I. 
doubtful, that is, neither approv'd nor rejected; 
this 1s going thro all Degrees of Uncertainty : 
And ſome of them ſay that ſeveral things in 
thoſe Books allow'd to be Scripture, were foiſted 


in by Hereticks. The Church of England e- 


ceives the Books contain'd in the New Teſta- 


ment, wholly and throughout, but the Church of 


Sweden, Denmark, and other Lutheran 
Churches, rejett a great part of them; ſo that 
who place the TafalbTiliry in Scripture, will need 
another Infallible Fudge to determine theſe Diſ- 
putes concerning the Scriptures, which are tru- 
ly canonical, and which are not ;, and which are 
partly ſo, and which throughout; and what part 
of thoſe that are throughout, has been corrupted 
by Hereticks; if that may be call d true throughout, 


which is corrupted in any Part; and when one 


Scripture condemns another, by contr adifting 
it, which ſhall we believe? And if we muſt not 
believe every Book that aſſumes the Title of 
Scripture, we can believe no other Book contra- 
dicting it, for that ſame Reaſon. The Book of 
Revelations is generally condemn'd by the 


Lutherans, yer it calls it ſelf Scripture, and 


ts ſo as much as any other Book; and what 4 
thing is it to ſay the Scriptures ſo call d, are 


9 55 partly right and partly wong? And who is 


Fudge of that? Is there any Certaiaty in this, 
| 3 leſs Infallibility? And we muſt have an 


Infallible Method too, to 2 theſe Scrip- 


tures: that they be not adulterated, as great 
Numbers of you ſay they have been, and they 
continue ſo to this Day in the Volumes of their 
Bibles : Why then are they not amended, and 
| theſe ſuppoſititious and adulter ated Parts (theſe 
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LETTER I. 
are the Words of many Learned Chriſtians) 


* ſtruck out? But the ſeveral Editions of their 


Scriptures are in the Hands of other People, 
and therefore they can make no Alteration in 
em without being detected. Now, Sir, let your 
Author anſwer the Deiſts ObjeQions, and it 
his Anſwer be good in defence of Scriprure, 
Fl engage to apply it to ſolve what he ob- 
jeQs againſt Councils, * el 

54. But further, if his Objections be good 
againſt General Councils, and if they are im- 
poſſible, as your Author boldly affirms they 
are; there never was, nor ever will be a 
Lawful Parliament in England; for there is 
not one Objection that can be made againſb 
the Poſſibility of Councils, but may be 
us'd againſt the Poſſibility of Parliaments, 
and then what becomes of Liberty and Pro- 
perty? A Deſperate Shift! But thus it is 
with your Party; they cannot attack us, 
or maintain their Hereſy, but they muſt 
admit Principles deſtructive either of 
Chriſtianity or Government. Drum Telum 


Neceſſnas ! 


Let us put this in a clearer light. You 
know, Sir, a Parliament is the whole Na- 
tion aſſemhled in its Repreſentatives, when 
it is lawfully call'd, and every Member ad- 
mitted to vote freely, then it's look d up- 
on by all, as a Lawful and General Aſſem- 
bly of the whole Nation. Now if ſome of 
the Members ſhould be detain'd by Sick- 
neſs, Buſineſs, Captivity, Neglect, &c, 
would their Abſence hinder this Aſſembly 
from being a Lawtful Parliament? No Man — 
2% | | 16 
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his Wits can ſay this. Beſides, have we not 
Rules to know when a Parliament is lawfal, 
and when not; when 'tis to be wholly re- 
jected, and when partly? Don't we Bm 
that Oliver's are wholly to be rejected. 
Charles the Firſt's to be partly receiv'd and 
partly rejected; the firſt whilſt they re- 
main'd in due Subordination, the ſecond 
when they degenerated into a Rebellious 
Conventicle? &c. Thus it is in Councils; 
The Supreme Paſtor calls*em by a Lawfuſ 
Authority, every one that has a right is ad- 
mitted, and gives freely his Opinion of 
Matters, &c. Some cannot come, for ſeve- 
ral Reaſons; but this does not hinder the 
Council from being a General Aſſembly of 
the Church, no more than it does a Parlia- 
ment from being a General Aſſembly of the 
Nation. Beſides we have our certain 
Rules, to know when a Council is law ful, 


and when not, what Councils are partly ſo, 


and what not; and what part is corrupted- 
and what not; we have likewiſe means to 
know when one Council condemns another, 
which to believe and which not. And when- 
ever he has a mind to learn, he ſhall be ful- 
ly inſtructed in this Matter. 


55- Now let us make ſome few obſerva- 


tions upon what he has here objected againſt 
Council. 1. Bellarmin does not allow that 
any thing eſſential to Faith was feifed into 


Councils by Hereticks, and the Foiſting in oĩ 
other things has happen'd to Seripture ; ſo 


that can be no Argument againſt Councils. 
2. The Council of LINER does not a” 
| 85 2 t 
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the Council of Baſil, whilſt it remain'd 4 
True Council; but when it turn'd into a 
Diſorderly Conventicle; as a True Parlia- 
ment condemn'd the Rump Parliament, 
which was a Lawful one in the Beginning, 
but afterwards degenerated into a Rebelli- 
ous Conventicle. 3. The Church of France 
does not receive the Council of Baſil 
wholly; and *tis eaſy to know this by 
reading any Author that ſpeaks of the 
Matter. N 99 | 

56. Now your Author is willing to 


make a Scheme for us; and a Good one it 


mult be, ſince it comes from the Hands of 
ſuch an Officious Friend ! But I hope I may 
have leave to make ſome few Exceptions 
againſt it. 1. He ſays the Church of Rome 
makes her ſelf the Univerſal or Catholick 
Church ; if he means by the Church of Rome 
all Chriſtians profeſſing the True Faith, 


and in communion with Saint Peter's Suc- 


ceſſor, he is miſtaken ; ſhe does not make 
her ſelf the Catholick Church, for ſhe was 


made ſo by Feſia Chriſt, before any Chri- 


ſtians were in Rome. 2. This Church owns; 


that whoever is not in her Communion, is out 


of the Pale of the Catholick Church. 3. 


And thns the True Church, tho* never ſo 


little a Flock, excluſive of all Jems, Hea- 
thens, Hereticks, Schiſmaticks, Cc. is the 


whole Catholick Church, as it was in the 


Apoſtle's time. 4. And thus what your 
Author calls a ſmall part, is in reality the 
whole Latin and Catholick Church, excluſive 


of the Greek, Lutheran, &c. and rheſe 


Councils 


BETTER.L 


Councils. which Hereticks call Party Ones, 
are univerſal and infallible. Your Author 
laughs at this; but Laughing is no proving, 
and ſo, much good may it do him. 5. 


He has not ſhewn that the Church of Rome 
has no right to the Title of the Latin or Uni- 
ver ſal Church, for ſhe is the only True Church © 


in the Latin World, and the only True 
Church in the whole World: We don't de- 
ny but ſhe may be outnumber'd by Here- 


ticks, Schiſmaticks, &c. in ſome Parts of the 


World, but that does not hinder her from 


being the Only True Univerſal Church, as ſhe 


was when the Arians were ſo numerous, &c. 


6. Tis untrue that the Church of Rome has 


no National Church in her Communion, but in 
Europe, for ſhe has in her Communion the 


National Churches of Mexico, Peru, &c. But 
perhaps he thinks em no Nations, becauſe 


the King is not their Countryman. A Cu- 

rious Thought ! 15. 2 
57. That ſome of our Communion are in moſt 

Countries is true, and more than your Au- 


thor can ſay of his. When ſhall you ſee 
any of his Coat expoſe their Lives to preach 


Jeſus Chriſt to Infidels ? Catch *em at that if 
you can: They love to ſleep in a whole 
Skin; and their only Aim is to reform 
Chriſtians, not to convert Heathens to, the 
Faith! It is untrue that the Jews are more 


univerſal than our Church; and if they were, 
it is inſignificant. That the Seminariesof Rome, 


or Converted Catholicks in Heretical Na- 
tions, cannot repreſent thoſe Heretical 
Churches, we own, nor Two or Three (if 


E 3 there 
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they be ſa many) nor 500 Popiſh Biſhops, 

can repreſent what he calls the Church of 

Eng land; but thoſe Seminaries and Biſhops 

may repreſent the true Faithful in each He- 

retical Nation ; for they who make profeſ- 

ſion of the True Faith, are the Church of 

the Nation; and tho* Hereſy ſhould be 

eſtabliſh'd by Law, yet that does not make 

it a True Church; I'll make you ſenſible of 

what I ſay, by ſome few Examples, which I 
believe your Author himſelf cannot except 
againſt. 1. When Catholicks were. under 

the Arian Emperors, and when the Ar:ians 

were then what your Author calls the Na- 

tional Church; could no Council be aſſem- 

bled, becauſe the Catholicis could not repre- 

ſent the Arian Church? 2. Did the Catholick 

Biſhops of Spain, under the Arian Goths, 

do amiſs in aſſembling Councils, and making 

themſelves Repreſentatives of the Church e 

Spain? &c. 3. When Popery was eſtabliſh'd 

by Law, in Queen Marys Reign, was there 

u 0 National Proteſtant Church remaining, or 

could none of their Paſtors repreſent the 
+ Proteſtant Church of England ? 4. Could not 
Four or Five Nonjuring Biſhops in K. 

" © William's time, repreſent the Church of En- 

gland ? Yet I think your Author was of 

Dod. Caſe this opinion, and is ſo ſtill, unleſs his 
in view, Friend Dodwell's Book has made him change 

nor in fall. Principles. And what he repeats here of St. 
Caſe, page Peter and St. Paul has been refuted alrea- 
? dy, and I think to your Satisfaction. ; 
Tee 91b f. 58. Now your Author comes to the Infal- 
auſwer d. libility of the Church, and thinks _— he 
1 f Cr A 
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ſays againſt it is unanſwerable: But you 
ſhall ſoon find how much he is miſtaken. 
"Tis true, if bold Affirmations without 
Truth will do the buſineſs, our Caſe is deſ- 
perate; for no Man is better at this than 
your Author is,. You ſee, Sir, what he 
ſays, that Infallibility is no where, nor can 
be Men. How! 1. Cannot God, 
with al His Power, preſerve Men from 
Error and Sin? 2. If He cannot, what do 
ſo many Great Men of your Church, mean 
when they ſay the Church is infallible in 


Fundamentals, and by that Anſwer endea- 


vour to to get rid of our Objections. 3. I 
think Senſes are among Men, and how of- 
ten have you told us that they are infallible 
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Ibidem 


Laud, 
Chilling, 
&c. 


about their proper Objects in proper Circum- 


ſtances; and is not this one of your Reaſors 
againſt Tranſubſtantion. 4 I thought your 
Philoſophers admitted an Infallible Know- 
ledge of Firſt Principles; as, The whole 5s 
greater than a part, Nothing can be and not be 
at the ſame time, &c. but now it ſeems no ſuch 
thing can be among Men. A Curious Opi- 
nion! ; 

$9. Your Author quotes ſeveral Paſſages 
to maintain this Opinion, and to ſhew the 
 Fewiſh Church was not Infallible, but his 
Quotations are to no purpoſe; for not 
one of them proves that the Jewiſb 
Church err'd in her Dactrine The Jews 
lid wickedly, and this they were blam'd 
for, but not tor propoſing Falſe Doctrines. 
The Paſſage of Iſaiah is not ſaid of the 
Jews as a Church, but as a Nation, and the 


Caſe ſta- 
ted, p. 27. 


„* 


[f. i. 5. 6, 


E 4 Words 


«6 


— 


Jer. xii. 8, 


Jo 


If, lix. 20. 
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Words following manifeſtly ſhew it; and 
ſuppoſe it be ſaid of the Fews as a Church, 
it is in relation to her Manners, and not to 
her Faith. The Paſlage of Jeremiah has the 
ſame meaning; and ſo your Author has 
groſly miſapply dem both. | 

60. *Tis moſt untrue that the Promiſes 
he mentions, were made to the Jewiſh 
Church, or belong literally to her; the pre- 
ceding Verſe ſhews the Promiſes were made 


to the Church of Chriſt. The Argument of 


the Chapter in your own Bible is plain for 


it, and [| think the Authors of thoſe Argu- 


Caſe frat. 
page 28. 


ments have as much Authority in your 
Church as your Author has. Here he returns 
again to his old Fallacy of confounding 
the particular Church of Rome with the 
Catholick Church in communion with the 
Biſhop of Rome; and *tis untrue that this 
Church ſo conſider d, has no other pretence to 
the Promiſes, than that of the Supremacy of 


the particular Church of Rome; for ſhe be- 


ing the only True Church, has al Pretences to 


all the Promiſes made to the Church in general : 


Therefore the Supremacy cannot be her only 
Pretence. As to what he adds, we know 
that the Church of Rowe's Supremacy is 
diſputed by Heretical Sects, which the Au- 


thor calls Churches, and ſo is very often, a 


King's by Rebels; but that does not deprive 
of their Right neither the one or the 
other. The Jewiſh Church was not the On- 
ly Viſible Church of God, for many were 


Nd out of her, and none but Jews were 


3 


bound 
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bound to be of her : No Divine can be 
ignorant of this. | 

61. Now upon the Lord's asking whe- 
ther the Promiſes of God can fail, your Au- 
thor's Anſwer ſeems to contradi& what he 
has ſaid of it in another place: He there 


affirms there can be no ſuch thing as Infallibili- vide Caſe 
ty ameng Men, and now he ſeems to allow p. 26. (9. 


of a Conditional one ; for he grants that God's 
Promiſes can never fail, if the Condition im- 
ply'd be obſervd; now it depended on the 
Jews to fulfil the Condition requir'd, and if 
they had, their Infallibility had been unal- 
terable and indefeaſible. So here we have ſome 
Infallibility at leaſt among Men. His Aſſer- 
tion that there is ſtill a Condition imply d in 
God's Promiſes, is falſe; for the Promiſe of 
- the Meſſiah and ſeveral others, were un- 
conditional and independent of our Obe- 
dience. The Paſlages he quotes are nothing 
to his purpoſe, for there is no Mention 
made in em, that the Jewiſh Church ſhould 


fail in Matter of Doctrine. In the Paſlage Jer. xvii. 
of Jeremiah the Word (Church) is moſt un- 7, & 


fairly foiſted in by your Author, and againſt 
the Prophet's Meaning; for God may pluck 


up, pull down, and deſtroy a Nation, &c. ag Caſe p. 29. 


He did the Fews, by reducing them to Sla- 
very, &c. and yet the Church may be fate, 
unleſs your Author thinks that a Perſecuted 
Enſlav'd People cannot be of the Church, 
and profeſs the True Faith! | 
52. What follows in your Author is 
worth Obſervation. For, 1. He ſays that 
God has told us plainly that we are to undey- 
RD 0 ee 


Ca; p. 29: land His Promiſes cogd 
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this was the Language of the Prophets to the 
wiſh Church. That ſbe underſtood it not, 
ut leant upon the Promiſes made to her as un- 
conditional. 4. That this harden'd ber 
againſt the DG as Enemies to the Church. 
| Now how could the 5 Church 1 
Jeremy (for Example) 4 an Enemy to the 
Church, if ſhe did Tos underſtand his Lan- 

guage ? And how was it poſſible that ſhe 
did not underſtand his Language, which is 
ſo plain and eaſy, that your Author under- 
ſtands :? Beſides, if the Fewiſh Church per- 
ſecuted the Prophet Jeremy, for telling hey 
the Promiſes made ta her were conditional, why 


did ſhe receive that Prophet's Book, con- 


taining thoſe Words, as divinely reveal'd, 
and propoſe it as ſuch to her People ? And 
was not this manifeſtly deciding that the 
Promiſes made to her were conditional, and 
her Infallibility only temporal? But J ſhall 
have occaſion to ſpeak more of the matter, 
in the mean time, I ſhould be glad to know 
if your Author could anſwer this. 


Caſe ſta- 63. Here your Author quotes a Paſſage 


ted, 5 · 30. 


out of the Romans againſt the Church of the 
Gentiles, but it makes nothing againſt us: 
For 1. It's ſaid of a particular Church, as your 
Author owns, and we never deny'd but a 
Particular Church might err from the Faith; 
nay if all the Gentils ſnould fall from the 
Faith, and the Jems be graſſed in again, that 
does not prove the Falibility of the Church. 
Promiſes may be conditional to Particular 
Churches, and upon Non-performance they 

* | . K may 
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may be rejected; this we know by 
Sad Experience: The Fall of Sweden, 
Denmark, Greece, Cc. are lamentable 
Proofs that if a People do not continue in the 
Goodneſs of God, and live up to the Holy 
Religion they profeſs, God forſakes *em, 
delivers em over to their own Deluſions, 
and tales from em His Kingdom, and gives it 
to Nations bringing forth its Fruits; but 
what's all this againſt the Catholick Church 
of Chriſt ? If one Member falls off, another 
is added; the Fews were rejected, the 
Gentiles were receiv'd; and if the Gentiles 
_ ſhould not continue in the Goodneſs of God, 
He would graff in the Jews again. And I re- 


peat it again, what can the Author make 


of all this againſt us? 
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64. The Paſlage of Saint Zuke, which Lu. xviii. 


your Author applies to the Church in ge- 8. 


neral, has not the Meaning he gives 1t: 
Feſus Chriſt ſpeaks there of a Perfect Faith, 


which even nom is found in very few: Thus 


*tis underſtood by the Holy Fathers of the 


Aug. 


Primitive Church; and if it were to be un- Ser. 35 de 


derſtood of total Defe&ion, then J. Chriſt 
would contradict Himſelf, for He aſſures 


ver. Dom. 
2 in 
: mens 
that the Elect will not be ſeduc'd, and the 


Miſeries they are to ſuffer by the Fury o ß 


Antichriſt, will make em viſible, for 1 ſup- 


| Pole your Author does not think Inviſible 
Men may be perſecuted by this Man of Sin! 
What follows ſignifies nothing, and is an- 


ſwer'd in every little Catechiſm ; the Paſla- 


es are obſcure, and ſo can prove nothing, 
wweverFllauſwer'em for your ſatisfaction. 
n Cf!!! A 1, 


He 
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Ibidem. 
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He ſays the Church is compared to a Woman 
perſecuted into a Wilderneſs; but then ſhe 
was ſo viſible that the Dragon followed her: 
It is compar'd to a Lodge in a Garden of Cu- 
cumbers; and is there any thing more viſi- 
ble than 4 Lodge in ſuch a Garden? lt is 
compar d to a Beſieg d Gy and is there any 
thing more viſible? Let him conſult the 
or Germans in Friburg, and they will tell 
im their Opinion upon this matter. But 
perhaps your Author thinks that Men can 
bombard Inviſible Houſes, batter Inviſible 
Walls, mount Inviſible Breaches, &c. I 
knew your Author was a Politician, but [ 
did not think he had ſo much Skill in Mili- - 
tary Affairs as this comes to! Sir, excuſe 


my Ignorance! 


65. His Explication of the Paſſage out of 
the Epheſ. may be eaſily excepted againſt, but 
as it {ignifies but little, I ſha"n't inſiſt upon 
it. The Church of Rome labours_under no 


| Difficulties, nor applies to her ſelf what is ap- 


ply'd to the Church in her Triumphant State : 
She knows that many of her Members are 
very corrupt in their Manners, and ſhe de- 
Plores their Diſorders, but at the ſame 


time ſhe knows that her Faith is prire and 


ſpotleſs, and ſhe defies all her Enemies to- 
gether to prove the contrary. Tis true, 
our Pious and Learned Men do lament the 
Corruption of Manners jin our Church, 
and labour by preaching, Good Exanple, 


writing, Cc. to mend thoſe Corrupt ions. 


They know thoſe Corruptions have been the 
Cauſe of your Reformation, twas her Cox - 
| "age 


\ 
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rupt and wicked Members that gave a Be- 


ginning to it; if their Lives had been ho- 

Iy, they had remain'd in the Church of 

Chriſt, but Lewd, Ambitious, Irreligious 

Prieſts, Princes, and People, went out from John, Ep. 

#5, becauſe they were not of us: But this we 

have got by it, that they carry'd away 

with 'em moſt of our Corruptions ; and Oh! 

That it pleas'd God they had / the reſt 

among 'em. W | I 
66. Here your Author repeats again his Caf p. 32. . -. = 


old Maxim, that Nothing can be infallible but . 


what is impeccable : If ſo, then no Man knows 


. that Two and Two make Four; that if he 8 | 
thinks, he does exiſt; that a part isleſs 


than the whole, &c. I believe your Au- 
thor's Senſes are not impeccable, why then 
does he think em infallible about Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, &c. But I have ſpoke of this 


already, and ſo fhall ſay nothing more on't 


here, * | | 
67. Your Author begins his Tenth SeQ. * 
with ſaying the Ar wats neither infal- es you 
lible nor impeccable. This ſhews great Reſ- ſwer d. 

pet for the Companions of our Saviour 

Feſus Chrit! But what Proof does he 


„ 


bring againſtꝰ em? Saint Peter wall d not up- Gal. ii. i. 


rightly, &c. This indeed may prove that he 14. 

was not impeccable in his Actions, but how 

does that prove that he was not infallibie in 

Matters of ' Faith ? All the other Paſlages 

out of Saint Paul ſignify nothing, for what : Cor. vii. 

Catholick ever ſaid that the Apoſtles were, 5.x, 12. 

or the Church 18 infallible in every thing? &c. 

What we ſay, is that the Apoſtles m_ 
; | an 
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and the Church 5s infallible in delivering to 
us the Reveal d Doctrines of Chriſt; but in 


other things we own the Church may be, 
and has been miſtaken. Your Author, if 


we believe him, has read Bellarmin and 


others of our Communion, he has ſeen this 

affirm'd and prov'd in every one of them, 

and why then does he object all this againſt 
? 5 

68. Now your Author comes to the Mi- 

racles of the Church of Rome, and denies 


The Ele em ſtoutly. We don't wonder at that; 


ventb Sed. 
refuted. 


Wicked Members of the Church of Rome 


Caſe fta-have forged falſe Miracles, which have been 


ted. p. 33· notoriouſly detected; but did any of yours ever 


detect em? This, Sir, your Author can- 
not ſay ; the Church of Rome is ſo cautious 
in this Matter, makes ſuch ſtrict Examina- 
tions, pronounces ſo many Anathema's 
againſt ſuch Forgeries, that *tis no eaſy 
thing to deceive her. She is the firſt to de- 
rest em, to expoſe their Authors, and pu- 
niſn em ſeverely. Of this many Inſtances 
may be given; but at the ſame time ſhe 
knows the Hand of the Lord is not ſharten d, 
He has now the ſame Power he had in the 
2 time; He has promis d that thoſe 
who believe in Him, ſhould do what He 
had done, and greater things; and ſhe 


thinks that ſometimes He gives ſuch a 


Power to his Servants. If they do any 
Action like a Miracle, ſne makes a rigotous 
th examination 


the Fews deny'd thoſe of Jeſus Chriſt, and 
why ſhould not we be ſatisfy'd with the 
fame Uſage our Maſter had? I own, ſome 


\ 


JJC % 7 OOTY T7 


| Hand, then one Falſe 
_ diſprove all Doctrines coming from the ſame 
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examination of the Matter, and when 


Indiſputable Teſtimonies ſhe finds the thing 


to be true, ſhe approves on't, and believes 
at with the ſame Certainty, as ſhe does 
other Facts depending upon the mere Teſti 
mony of Man; but thoſe Miracles are no 
part of her Eath, neither does ſhe propoſe 
em as ſuch; her Children may believe *em 
or disbelieve *em, as they ſee cauſe : And 
2 the Church's Conduct be blam'd in 

69. But ſays your Author, One Falſe Mi- 
racle is enough to diſprove all coming from the 
ſame Hand. Very well, Sir: But can your 
Author prove that the Church of Rome ad- 
mits of any Falſe Miracles? Orcan he 


ſhew that ſhe ever propos'd any Legendary 
Miracle, to be believ'd as a Matter of 


Faith? Unleſs he can ſhew this, what heſays 
proves nothing againſt the Miracles of the 


Rom. Church. 2. If one Falſe Miracle is 


from the ſame 
ine is enangh to 


enongh to diſprove all 2 


Hand. But you believe that the Church 
may and ha, taught Erroneous Doctrines, 
therefore, according to your Author, that's 
enough to diſprove all. Doftrines coming from 
her: Therefore ſhe muſt not be believ'd 
when ſhe teaches that Scripture is the Word 
of God, &c. Your Author will not deny 
but ſometimes he has told ſome Uatruth, 
and this very Book which we read, isa 
plain Proof that he has told many; why 
then ſhou'd not en Untruth be exongh to 

hh 73 diſprove 
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diſprove all that he has ever ſaid againſt us? I 
hope, Sir, you'll believe his Maxim againſt 
himſelf in this, and according to it believe 
nothing that is contain'd in his Book againſt 
Popery. The Legends, as I ſaid before, are 
not | beliey'd upon the N of the 
Church, and if all Books muſt be rejected 
becauſe of ſome Miſtakes, Fictions, and 
Errors, &c. then your Author and others 
too, are in a ſorry Condition. There are 
ſome Fooliſh things in ſome Legends I 
own, and the Members of the Roman 
Church  exclaim againſt, and ridicule em 
too, as much as any other can; but that 
our Learned Men call em Pious Cheats : As if 


Cheats were allowable to ſtir up the Devo- 


tion of the People, is a helliſh Calumny : And 
what he ſays of the Virgin's Milk, of the 
Croſs, &c. we explode and laugh at as 


much as he, unleſs we have Solid Reaſons 
do believe what is ſaid of em. 


70. Your Author laughs on ſtill and asks, 


I it ibe Head or Body of the ſame St. that is ſhewn 
in Different Churches? I anſwer ſeriouſly 
No. But a Miſtake may happen concerning 


Saints of the ſame Name, and one may be 
taken for the other. Thus it is in Two 
Cities in France; Amiens and Saint Jean 
D' Angeli; they both pretend they have St. 
Jolm Baptiſt's Head, but the Truth is, they 
both have Heads of Saints call'd Jobn, ſo 


they are not miſtaken in the thing; for both 


have Heads of Saints, but they give em 


the ſame Name; and where's the Abſur- 


dity in this? Beſides, neither of the 
| Churches 


LETTER E 
Churches will ſay they have Miracles to 
prove they have the true Head of Saint 
- John Baptiſt, if they produce any Miracles, 
"tis only to vouch they have the True Re- 


lick of a Saint, whatever his Name be : But 


as I ſaid before, this is no Matter of Faith, 
and every one has free liberty to think of 
of it what he pleaſes; beſides, we know 


Church condemns, and uſes all Means poſſi- 
ble to reform em; and can your Author find 


any Society of Men, who have no Abuſes 


among em? As for the Book he refers us to, 


intitled The Devotions of the Church of Rome, 


tis an Infamous Collection of ſcandalous Lies 
and monſtrous Miſ-repreſentations, com- 


| piled by the Ignorance and Malice of ſome. 


Man void of Honour and Conſcience: A 
very fit Book to ſerve your Author's turn ! 
What he adds is a notorious Calumny, for 
Relicks are neither bought nor ſold among us, 


we look upon ſuch a Practice as ſacrilegious, 


our Divines are unanimouſly of this Opi- 
nion; and ſo that can be no Prejudice to Men 
of Senſe againſt our Religion. 


71. What your Author ſays, that our : 
Common People put the Legends upon the level Cal. p. 33. 


with the Holy Scriptures, | as having the ſame 
Foundation, is another notorious Calumny. 
Our Church propoſes to her common People 


the Scriprmes as divinely reveal'd, and inca- 


pable of Error, ſhe propoſes the Legends as 
humane Hiſtory, capable of Corruptions 
and Miſtakes; ſhe binds em to believe 


Scripture as an Article of Faith, but leaves 


the 


63 


Con. Trid, 


d | 
there may be Abuſes among us, which the ———_ 


ec wy be hy we, 
9 7 12 7 
— $89 ö 


9 r 
* * 5 
WS 133 29 
ee N * 


66 | L ETTER LC 

the Belief of the Legends to their own Diſ- 

cretien ; and we challenge your Author to 

|  thew any of our common People that put Le- 
ends upon the ſame level with the Scriptures, 
c. Sir, you know many of our Common 
Sort; have you ever found any of 'em 
guilty of what your Author lays to their 
charge? *Tis true, we cannot inſtruct em as 
much as we wou'd, and you know very well 
the Reaſons why we cannot; but ſtillthey are 
not ſuch Brutes as your Author makes em, 
they know at leaſt the Firſt Principles of 

Chriſtianity, Sg that they 'are bound 

to pray for their Perſecutors and Calumnia- 

tors; and ſo your Author may expect they ll 

pray moſt heartily for him. 

Ibidem. 72. As to what your Author adds, we 

9 Handle to Atheiſts or Deiſts, to ren- 

* Scripture fabulous; but he and his Con- 
freres are guilty of this Crime, they furniſh 
em with Principles to attack all Reveal'd 
Religion, and thoſe Principles have been 
us d in the Diſcourſe upon Free-thinking, a 

Book which none of you cou'd ever anſwer 
Phil. Lipſ. to any Satisfaction; Phil. Lipſ. has done 
5 259 ſomething towards it, by the help of a cer- 
Free- thin. £412 Popiſh Principle, call'd acquieſcing or 
Rec. Par. I. ſubmitting to the Judgment of others, &c. 
tho' at the ſame time he rails againſt the 

por Payifts : And thus he thanks us for 
orrowing our Principles! But then he 

lays himſelf entirely open to the Free- 

thinker, who perhaps will not negle& ſuch 

2 viſible Adyantage., But as I ſhall have 

TEDDY * . 
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occaſion to fhew this more at large, 1 ſhall 

fay nothing more on't now. . 

73. As we are not Conjurers enough too. ſtat. 

bring our ſelves out of the old Circle, your page 35. 
Author offers his Service to do the Buſineſs. 

We don't doubt of his being more skilPd in 

the Black Art than we can be; but we are 

not very willing to deal with Men of his 

Proſeſſion; beſides he need not give himſelf vide page 

the trouble of caſting a Figure to bring us 36, initio 

out of a Circle in which we never were, | 

and too, I can hardly believe his Skill, tho! 

never fo great, can reach ſo far! Sir, a Cir- 

cle is when one thing is prov'd by another, 

and fo back again to a Man who admits nei- 

ther, but if the ſame Man admits either, 

then 'tis no Circle bat a ſolid Proof: For 

Example, your Party reject the Infallibilit 

of the Church, they admit Scripture ; now 

to prove out of this Scripture, which they 

admit, the Infallibility of the Church, 

which they reject, is neither circulary nor \ 

ridiculous. Beſides, Sir, what proof had 

we for the Church, before there was any 

Scripture extant ? And cannot the ſame 

Proof be employ'd now as well as then, to 

ſhew the true Church of Jeſus Chriſt, You 

ſee then, Sir, we are in no danger of run- 

ning in a Circle, and that we can eaſily keep 

out on't, without uſing any of your Au- 

thor's Enchantments. e 5 

14. Your Author, in the Second An- 
ſwer of this Sect. preſſes his Lord with Cale, page 

Queſtions which pleaſe himſelf, but make 75, _ ge. 

nothing againſt us, for we never deny'd 3½, refu- 

3 F 2 that ted. 
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that all bottoms upon our own Reaſon, nor do 

we ever ſtrive to eſcape from it; and no Peo- 

ple in the World uſe it more in proper Oo 

caſions, than we do, we only captivate it, 

when it pretends to meddle with things 

beyond its reach: In a word, we believe but 
what your Author himſelf is forc'd to ad- 
vide Caſe mit in this Matter: We take purely upon Re- 
ſtated, pa. velation many things taught us, of the Nature, 
47+ Power, Infinity, &C. of God ;, thoſe our Reaſon 
cou d never have found out, nor perfectly under- 
ſtand, yet God will have us, upon Pain of 
Damnation, not only believe em, but alſo 

rightly believe em; for an Erroneous Be- 

lief is no Divine Faith: True Faith then 

| being the right way to Heaven, we think it 
Caſ. p. 35. inconſiſtent with the Goodneſs of God, not to 


give us an Infallible Guide, to lead us in that 
ight Way, ſince our own Reaſon is ſo weak that 
we cannot truſt to it in thoſe Matters of Pure 
Revelation, and that Guide is the Church. 
This, Sir, is our Opinion, and as I have 
Caſe ſtat. aid already, your Author himſelf is forc'd 


bag. 47. to own that thoſe Matters of pure Revela- 


tion, are no Objects of Reaſon, yet now 
he'll have us believe pure Revelation di- 
realy upon Reaſon. This indeed is ſome- 
thing like a Contradiction, but your Au- 
thor has a right to contradict himſelf, and 
I freely conſent he ſhou'd uſe this Privilege 
againſt us, as often as he pleaſes. _. 
75. Your Author is very willing to exer- 


Cal. 5. 36. ciſe his Conjuring Art, and again offers his 


Service to bring us out of the Old Circle; but 
by what means does he attempt to bring us 
D 
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out? 1. By asking whether we believe 4 
God, And this isa pretty good Beginning 
for a Conjurer. 2. By ſaying 'twou'd be 
| Blaſphemy to ſay we believe it upon any Autho- 
rity. And why ? Becauſe that wou'd place 
fuch an Authority above God. Well, 
and does believing a thing upon a Mo- 
tive, Plare that Motive above the thing be- 
liev'd ? Your. Author ſays we believe a God 
Purely upon our- own Reaſon. But according to 
this *ris Blaſphemy in him to ſay ſo; becauſe 
that is placing it abore God: But which is 
more wonderful, according to your Au- 
thor, God has given us no other Guide to be- 
lieve in Himſelf, that's to ſay, He has given 
#s ſomething above Himſelf to believe in 
Aim! A ſtrong Proof of His Wiſdom ! 
And which is ſtill more 3 by this 
means He makes us commit this ſame Blæſ- 
phemy ! A Convincing Proot of His Good- 
neſs! And, Sir, are not theſe Thoughts 
very becoming the Author of Chriſtianity 

demonſtrated? | 
76. Your Author adds that we cannot be 
more ſure there is a God, than we are perſua- 
ded of the Truth of thoſe Reaſons upon which we 
do believe it. It ſo, then I ask your Au- 
thor whether we are infallibly ſure or proba- 
bly ſure, there is a God ? If we are infallibly 
ſure, then we are infallible in this: And 
then what becomes of your Author's Prin- 
ciples, that there is no Infallibility among 
Men, that none are infallible but thoſe who are 
impeccable, &c. if we are but probably ſure, 
then *tis but probable there is 4 God; then for 
PS i TS ought 


. 


Ibidem. 


Ibidem. 


70 


Ibid. 
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ought wecertainly know, ther is no God. Then 
probably, if we can ſhelter our ſelves from 
Humane Laws, we may do any thing for 
Intereſt or Pleaſure ; ſwear, cheat, lye, flan- 
der, &c. and who knows but your Author 
was guided by this Principle, when he im- 
Pos'd upon us, a Poor Diſtreſs d People, 


the Calumnies, &c. you ſee in every Page of 


his Book ? I am willing to ſuſpend my Judg- 
ment, but believe me, Sir, this hint I give 
is not altogether unworthy your ſerious 
Conſideration. | 


* 77. But ſays your Author, if God has 


given us no other Guide but our own Reaſon, 
with the Aſſiſtance of His Grace, to believe in 
Himſelf; if this be all we have, or can have, 
for the Firſt and Main Article of our Creed, 
what further do we require for thoſe of leſs Con» 
ſequence ? Very well, Sir, then we need no 
other Guide but our Reaſon for thoſe other 
Articles of our Creed, the Trinity, Incar- 
nation, Re ſurrection, &c. but how can this 


Caſe ia. agree with what your Author ſays in an- 
ted, page Other Place of his Book, that he takes theſe 


47. 


purely upon the Revelatian that is given of then 
in Scripture, for. his own Reaſon cou d never 
have found em out. So, Sir, you ſee he 
owns here, that God has given him an- 
other Guide viz. Revelation. This is a Con- 
tradiction; but as 1 told you already, I 
ſhall not hinder him from contradicting 
himſelf as often as he pleaſes, in his Diſ- 
putes againſt us, All that I deſire js that 


Jou ſhou'd take ſome notice of it. 


i 78. 
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78. What your Anthor adds is entirely 
deſtructive of Chriſtian Faith; and I ask 
him whether he believes with leſs Aſſurance 
the Incarnation, Trinity, &c. upon the Autho- 
rity of Scripture, than he believes a God 
his Reaſon. If he does, then there is ſome 
Doubt in his Belief of thoſe Miſteries; 
then for ought he certainly knows, they 
may be fictitious, and Chriſtianity but an Im- 
poſture. | A Bleſſed Fruit af Private Judg- 
ment! But thus it is with your People, 


whilſt they admit only a Moral Certainty in 


Faith, they expoſe Religion to the corn of 
all Unbelievers. 


- 


thor of Sure-footing has unanſwerably 28 


prov'd this, againſt your Tillot. Still. &c. 


ſo I ſhall ſay nothing of it now; but Fanſwer 


your Author's Queſtion, and aſſure him that 


am not more undoubtedly aſſur d of the Being 
. Trinity, 


ef 4 God, than of Tran 
Incarnation, & c. which | believe upon Reve- 
tian propos d by the Church. What can 
your Author make of this Anſwer ? And is 
not all he has ſaid here a rare way of bringing 
us out of our Old Circle! 


70. Ta ſay God is ablig d, in due Circum- Caſe, pg. 
ſtances, to give an Infallble Guide, i not ma- 37. 


king too bold with His Providence, but juſtify- 
ing His Goodneſs; for if He will not fave 
us but by True Faith, and that we cannot 
certainly know this True Faith, but by an 
Infallible Guide, His Fuſtice, Wiſdom, and 
Gq:dneſs, require He ſhould appoint ſuch an 
one, to lead us in the Right Way. Your 
Author's Reflections on ſnanimates, Ani- 
8 ; 23 E 4 | mals, 


7 


The incomparable Au--I. S. Sure- 
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mals, Rationalt, &c. are nothing to the 
purpoſe; and tho' he boldly aſlerts the 
contrary, according te our Argument, there is 
no Reſpect of Perſons with God, nor has Hu 
Goodneſs fail d any : For whenever a Right 
Belief of Reveal'd Religion was neceſlary 
to Salvation, there has been, and there is ſtill 
an Outward Guide, for all to conſult. Feſus 


_ Chriſt was a Sufficient Outward Guide to all 


ia His time. This, ſure, your Author 
cannot deny. The Church is now a ſuffi- 
cient Outward Guide to Jews, Heathens, 
Mahometans, Hereticks, but the Misfortune 
is, their own Blindneſs, and their blind 
Guides, hinder em from conſulting this 
outward Infalible Guide; but that will not 
juſtify *em before God ; without True Faith 


b. iz. g. it i impoſſible to pleaſe Him, and He has 
BREE openly declar'd that he who does not believe, 


16. 


Caſe ſta- 


ſhall everlaſtingly be damm d. And if your 


Author had conſider'd this, he would not 


have made ſuch an Apology as you ſee here, 
for the Salvation of Heathens and Infidels. 
71. Now, Sir, let us examine his Do- 
Qrine a little upon this Matter. Accor- 
ding as he ſtates the Caſe, there's no Man 
of Senſe but had rather be an Infidel than 
a Chriſtian; for if Infidels have not ſo many 
Advantages as Chriſtians in ſome things, 
they have at leaſt as many in others: It is 
true, they have not the Rapture and Joy with 
which the Sight of the wonderful Oeconomy of 
our Redemption, fills the Souls 7 Chriſtians, 

but then they have not near ſo 


7. 5e yous Temptations to overcome: Natural 


many grie- 
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Kel gion is planted in their Hearts, and The 131b 
"tis not exceeding difficult to believe and een _ 
practiſe it; but is there any Chriſtian that?" © 
does not find it very difficult to believe ſe- 
veral Myſteries of Reveal d Religion? Yet he 
muſt firmly believe 'em, reſiſt all Tempta- 
tions, &c. or be damn'd, &c. What a 
dangerous Condition! And who would not 
prefer the State of an Infidel, free from 
ſuch grievous Temptations, before that of 
a Chriſtian, continually expos'd to em, du- 
ring his whole Life? If there was any Me, 
rit to be expected by being expos'd to 
ſuch horrid Dangers, perhaps it would not 
be altogether ſo ſurprizing; but this is 
downright Popery, and ſocan be of no uſe 
to your Author, for ſupporting his Opinion. 
Covenanted or Urcovenanted Mercy it is the 
ſame thing, ſiuce they are ſav'd: If an E- 
ſtate is got either by Covenant, Gift, Chance, 
Purchaſe, or any Lawful Way, tis all one, 
ſo it be certainly enjoy'd and poſleſs'd. I 
ſay it again, who would not chuſe to be an 
Infidel rather than a Chriſtian, as your Au- 
thor ſtates the Caſe ? | 
$1. Sir, I have often wonder'd why 
your M—ſters never minded the Conver- 
ſion of Infidels: Indeed I knew that a pret- 
ty Wife and a parcel of Children were - 
owerful Motives to keep 'em at home; 
ut then Iconſider'd that Zeal for the Salva- 
tion of Souls could make *em carry about 
with *em their Wives, as Saint Peter and the 
Apoſiles did, if we believe your Tranſlation. 
1 own this wou'd be a little troubleſome, 
„ eſpecially 


Caf. 2 39+ 


74 


18. 


| Caſe fat. 


Fs 15 give me leave to uſe here one of your Au- 
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eſpecially if their Wives Bellies were up; 
but what cannot a true Zeal for Chriſt 


. through? Now your Author has diſclos'd 


the Myſtery : Indeed, you may reform the 
Abuſes of Chriſtianity, but tis not your bu- 
ſineſs to convert Hnfidels: Let fooliſh Papifts 
venture their Lives to make em Chriftians, 
when that is done, your buſineſs is to make 
em Reformed Chniftians! If you ſhou'd- 
preach to em, tis not one in twenty wou'd 
be converted, and the Unbelievers won d cer- 


Mar. xvi. fainly be damned, if what Jeſs Chriſt ſays 


true: Since the Caſe is thus, it would 
be barbarous to expoſe em to manifeſt 
Damnation, and that ozly to give em in- 
ward Raptures, &c. upon conſidering the Qeco- 
nomy of our Redemption, &c. they may be 
ſau d by Chriſt, the they never heard of Him. 
Whatever way they are ſav'd, it is well 
enough. Your Behaviour in the whole is 


both Reaſonable and Cłriſtian ! I thank 


your Author for this rare Diſcovery, and 1 
promiſe him, that in future Diſputes with 
thoſe of his Communion, I ſhall uſe no 
more the Converſion of Infidels, as an Ar- 
gumeat againſt their Religion. 

82. But Sir, before we go any further, 


thor's Inconceivables. That many may be 
fſav'd by Chriſt, who never heard of Him, | 
eaſily conceive, ſince He made ſatisſaction to 
T:finite Fuftice for em; but ſince this Satwfa- 
tion of Chriſt, and the Practice of Natural 
Religion, may ſave the Gentils, who never 

+; obs ha Chriſt 
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Chri## ſhou'd command His Diſciples to 
Preach his Doctrine to all the Gentiles, 
and occaſion ſo many Diſſentions, Animoſi- 
ties, Rebellions, Maſſacres, Martyrdoms, Cc. 
in the World, and all this not to ſave Peo- Caſ. p. 39. 
ple from Damnation, but, according to 
your Author, to inflame their Devotion, in- 
vigorate their Obedience, and give more compun- 
ction to their Repentance, than otherwiſe they 
wou'd have had: For Devotion, Obedience, 
and Compunction, being Duties of Natural 
Religion, thoſe who never beard of Chriſt, 
are bound, in proper Occafions, to practiſe 
em. I cou'd add many more Inconceivables 
here, but this is enough, till your Author 
can ſhew, 1. How this Conduct of Jeſus 
| Chriſt agrees with His Infinite Goodneſs 
and Wiſdom, 2. How his Doctrine agrees 
with the 18th Article. of his own Religion. 
And 3. How it agrees with that of the Pri- 
mitive Fathers, who bid us believe for certain, Aug. Ep. 
and not doubt, that Pagans, Jews, Hereticks, Bonif. & 
and Schiſmaticks, who dye out of the Church, 5P- 152 44 
are to go into Everlaſting Fire. 5 


HZ 
83. Now your Author has done with his qe id. 3 


Cant, and makes a ſhew of ſome Paſſages, pet. & alii 


which he pretends do favour his Opinion of paiſim. 
the Salvation of Heathens, but not one Word 
of 'em can be ſtrain'd to the Meaning he 
gives em. That Job was out of the Pale of 
the Church is a Miſtake, for he was in the 
Way of Salvation, which cannot be out of 
the Church; and let your Author ſhew you 
what Church there was in Job's time, and 
FI engage to find him Job in it. The 
| . 1 Gentiles 
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Gentiles your Author mentions were Con- 
Mat. xv. Verts to the Faith, as Chriſt Himſelf mani- 
28. teſtly declares: To the Woman of Caanan 
he ſays, O Woman, great is thy Faith; to 

the Centurion, I have not found ſo great 
Luke vii. Faith in Iſrael; to the Samaritan, Thy Faith 
. $+  _. hath made thee whole. Neither the Compa- 
_ vu. riſon of the Samaritan, Prieſt, and Levite, 
Ib. x. 30. nor What Feſus Chriſt ſaid of the Widow of 
Ibid; iv. Sarepta, and Naaman the Syrian, can be of 
25, &c. any uſe to your Author, as I ſee, for main- 
taining his Opinion, unleſs he thinks this 
Argument good; ASamaritan cur'd 4 wour- 
ded Man, A Prophet went to the Widow of 
Sarepta, Naaman was cur'd of a Leproſy ; 
ergo Gentiles may be ſav'd without Faith in 

Chriſt. And what Papiſt is able to with- 

Rand ſuch a convincing Argument! 

84. Your Author ismuch miſtaken when 

 Eaſ.y. gi-he gives the Name of Rage to the Zeal we 
have for the Salvation of Souls. We are 
griev'd to ſee poor People deluded with 
ſpecious Stories, and concern'd to ſee em 


lulFd into a careleſs Security, when they 


are in the moſt horrid Danger. We cry 
out to awaken 'em, to undeceive em, and 
to bring them into the Right Way. We 
tell em what the Holy Ghoſt ſays, that there 
3 # but One God, and One Faith, ger awer, 
eb. xi. 716 1 e to pleaſe Him, and wo to u, if 
*. Faule oe eee fu 2 this Goſpel. And, Sir, 
can this be juſtly call'd Rage ? But he is con- 
cern'd we ſhou'd be ſo zealous againſt Chri- 
ftians, who, 1. Hold the Three Ancient 
Creeds; and 2. Have every thing * — 
| 1 25 ure 
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Church, except what Rome has made ſo. Ve- 
ry well, Sir, and does your Author think 
the holding of the Three Creeds ſufficient ? If 
he does, then he thinks Preabyteriant, &c. 
in a Good State, tho? they be noted Schiſ- 
maticks, and have no Ordinations nor Sa- 
craments, &c. 2. Does he think that this 
Sekt, having no Ordination, or Authority 
to pre-ch, or adminiſter Sacraments, have 
every thing eſſential to a Church, except the Su- 
premacy? Examine, Sir, one of the 39 Ar- 
ricles of your Religion, conſider how it a- 
grees with your Author's Doctrine, and then 
I deſire you may ſincerely give your Judg- 
b ment upen the whole Matter. 
35. That the Church of Rome has made 
the Unlimited Sovereignty of her Biſhop eſſent al 
to 4 Church, is moſt untrue, as I have 
ſhewn you already, but it is true that ſhe 
ſtands ſingle by her ſelf, and thruſts from her all 
Hereticks, Schiſmatieks, &c. whom he calls Supra, 
Chriſtian Churches; and this too | have told . 
you already: As for the Cappadecian Biſhop c. f p. 42. 
Firmilian, | hope your Author will not de- 
ny he maintain'd a Wrong Cauſe againſt St, 
Stephen; yet in all his furious Violence, he 
never queſtion'd Pope Stephen's Authority, 
but blam'd only the »/e he made of it againſt 
him and others, who taught the Rebapti- 
zation of Hereticks. What he ſays of the 
Jewiſh Church has been refuted already, Cate ſtar. 
and ſhall be again on another Occaſion. pg. 42 & 
What he objects from the Romans and Saint 43: 
Luke, has likewiſe been anſwer'd : The se- 
ven Thouſand who bad not bow'd to Baal, &c is 
t — „ | nd 


Supra. 
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no Advantage to your Author's Cauſe ; for 
at the ſame time the Church was ſo viſible 
in the Kingdom of Fada, that the Soldiers 
alone were above a Million. Beſides, did 
we ever deny that the Church may be hid 
and quite ſuppreſs'd in ſome Places? Weonly 
maintain that ſhe cannot be ſo hid and 

reſs'd in all the World, but that ſhe may b 

und by thoſe who are willing to be of her. 
What your Author adds of the State of the 


Church, of the Depravity, C on, &c. is but 
7 ſta- eroundleſs ConjeQure, without any Proof, 


44 and ſo not worthy of any Notice: 
86. Sir, I own {ſincerely that I cannot 
„ _ underſtand what your Author means by 
Ibidem. theſe Words, If there ſhall be 4 viſible 
Church in thoſe Days, then that Church, at 
leaſt the Generality, which is the Viſibilowy 
it, will fall from the Faith, elſe it word 
| found viſibly, wpon the Earth. Does he mean 
| that if there be a Viſible Church in _ 
Days, then it will be viſibly found? If 
| does, what makes him ſpeak ſo obſcurely 
- of a thing which we never deny'd ? Does. 
. he mean, that f the Church falls from the 
4 Faith, then ſhe cannot be viſibly found + 
F Earth? And does any one deny this? ſs | * 
4 the Church falls from the Faith, then ſhe is. 
| no more the Church of Chriſt, and un- 
doubtedly what is not in being is not viſible ; 
but then how can what he adds happen, 
that Alen will be miſled by the Church which 
is inviſible, and not in being ? 1 wiſh, Sir, 
your Author wou'd be pleas d to give us 4 
=: clearer Notion of ſo many curious 
| Thoughts, which he has here heap'd toge- 


ther 


4 
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cher! What he adds concerning the Jewiſh 
Church ſhall be anſwer'd in its due Place; Caſe ſta- 

in the mean time, I muſt own, your Au- ted, p. 45+ 

Thor has an excellent Method of dealing 

with all ſorts of Adverſaries ! When he 

has to do with Deiſts then the Jews under- 

fed thoſe Propheſies of the Meſſiah, now he 

has to do with the Papifts the Jews did not Chriftia- 

under ſt and thoſe Propheſies of the Meſſiab, but nit) de- 


who can blame him for defending his Cauſe 2 


as well as he can! If the Author of the % & 108. 


Detection, &c. does not perceive it, all is Ca. p. 45+ 
well enough, but if he does, Wo be to a cer- 

tain Book call'd Chriſtianity de monſt rated. 

87. Here your Author makes his ſilly Lord 

ſpeak fooliſhly, and then confutes him with a 
Magiſterial Air: Chriſt being come, ſays the Ibidem- 
Popiſh Lord, He was then the Church. He was 
not the Church, fays.your Author, He did nat 
came to redeem Himſelf, He was the Head, the 
Church the Body, but the Head is not the Body. 
And what Papiſt in the World ever deny d 
what your Author anſwers here, or ſaid that 
Jeſus Chriſt was the Church ? On another Chriſtia- 
Occaſion your Author himſelf own'd, that nicy de- 
we. {ay Chriſt is not the Church, but came to re- mankra- 
deem the Church. &c. but then was then, and ted, Page 
nom is now. Opor:et Mendacem efſe memorem. 186. 

_ 88, Now your Author comes to what he 
thinks deciſive, and which he uſes as an in- 
vincible Argument againſt us, in his Chri- 
ſtianity demonſt rated. After propoling fome 
Jewiſh Objections, and urging them againſt 
us, as, well as he can, he concludes that up- 


On the Foot of the Authority of the Church, it Caſe fa. 


Na ted. g: 40. 
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was impoſſible, in the Meſſiabꝰs time, for a Jew 


before the Coming of Chri#, did believe 
that her Infallibility was perpetual, I own 


: evident that ſhe believ'd her Infallibility 
| was but temporal, and to continue till the 

Time of the Meſſiah; for ſhe believ'd that 

u that time ſhe was to fall into grievous Er- 

rors, that ſhe was to reject, torment, kill, 

Cc. the Meſſiab. And, Sir, cou'd ſhe then 

believe that ſuch grievous Errors were com- 

—.— with her Infallibility ? No Man in 

is Wits can imagine this. Now that the 


Fewiſh Church believed that ſhe was to fall 


Meſſiah, is alſo evident, and Flt prove it 
from your Author's own Words. I have 
here his Chriftianity demonſtrated; in this 
Book he owns and proves too, as much as 


has mention'd the Propheſies concerning 


nity de-Chriſt the Jews underftood thoſe Texts, as we 


monſtra- do, to be certainly meant of the Meſſiah, and 


ted, Page of none other; but ſince that time they have 
Ih. . 108. 19'© ed themſelves to put the moſt Strain d and 


128. Contradictory Meanings upon them, & c. He ſays 
the ſame thing in other Places of his Book: 


And now Sir, ſince the Fews wnderStood 
thoſe Propheſies of the Meſſiah, tis evident 
that they believ'd their Church was to de- 
cide a grievous Error, that ſhe was to reject 
1 the Meſſiab, Cc. and that her Infallibility 
| BER Was 


what your Author ſays is true; but it is. 


into grievous Errors, at the time of the 


can be deſired, for my purpoſe: After he 


the Rejection, Paſſion, Death, &c. of the 
Chriftia: Meſſiah, he ſays, that before the Coming f 


x 


to be a Chriſtian. Sir, If the Jowiſb Church, 
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„ was then to ceaſe; therefore at that tim: 
by her own Doctrine, no Few was bound to 
ſubmit to her Authority, and every Few 
was bound to reje& it in the Mieſſiab's Caſe, 
when they ſaw a Man appear with the true 
Signs of the Meſſiah, as Miracles, &c. 
they had grounds to believe that the Pro- 
Pheſies of the Aeſſi ab; which their Church, 
whilſt ſhe was infallible, had taught *em, 
were then fulfilled; and in thoſe Circum- 
ſtances, nothing cou'd be a ſtronger Mo- 
tive to make em believe the Meſſiah, than 
his very Rejection, Condemnation, Death, 
Cc. And how then can what your Author 
'| affirmsbe true, that upon the Foot of the Au- 
thority of the Chu ch, it was impoſſible for a 
Jew, in the Meſliah's time, to be a Chriſtian ? 
Further, to convince you more, that pon Curiſtia- 
the Foot of Authority, it was not impoſſible for nity de- 
4 Jew, in Chriſt's time, to be a Chriſtian, I monſtra- 
ſhall make uſe of a Method which your Au- ted. page 
thor eſteems, and which he uſes in his dar⸗ 
ling Treaty of Private Judgment: There he 
introduces a Few diſputing with a Roman 
Catholic, who is reduced to great ſtraits ; 
and no wonder, ſince your Author had 
both the making and anſweringof the Ob⸗ ; 
jections. Now l introduce a Roman Catho- 
lick diſputing with a Jem, at that time, and 
convincing him by the very Authority of his 
own Church, that Chriſt is the Meſſiah , 
and if 1 do this with Succeſs, I hope your 
Author will not ſay for the future, that of 
| i Men Chriſtians have the leait reaſon to in- 
IF upon Authority. DE OY 
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(K. c.) Jeſus Chrift is the Meſſiah, and 
you ſhou'd believe in Him. (Few.) He is 
not the Meſſiah, for the Church, whoſe De- 
ciſion is infallible, has rejected Him. (Cat.) 
You are miſtaken, your Church is not infal- 
lible; ſhe has been ſol own, but now ſhe 
has loſt that Bleſſing. (Few.) How can you 


prove that? (C.) By the Judgment of 


your own Church: She declares ber Infalli- 
ility is but temporal, and to continue till 
the Coming of the Meſſiab ;, for ſhe teaches 
that ſhe. is to reje& Him, that ſhe ſhall not 
know Him, that ſhe will perſecute him to 
Death, &c. Therefore ſhe owns ſhe'll be 
deceiv'd, and that you muſt not ſubmit to 
her Authority, for ſhe wou'd not command 
you to obey her Authority in a thing ſhe 
owns to be wicked ; ſhe owns it wou'd 
be a wicked thing to reje& the Meſſiab, and 
yet ſhe owns and teaches that ſhe will do it; 
therefore by her own Authority you are diſ- 

Charged from obeying her, and commanded 
to follow her former againſt her preſent 
Deciſions; therefore it this Jeſus Chriſt, 
Whom ſhe rejects, has the other Marks of 
the Meſiah mention'd in the Prophets, the 


Pretended Infalibility of your Church can- 


not be a Hindrance to your believing in 
Him. Now Sr, you think it inconſiſtent 
with the Goodneſs of God, not to appoint 
an Infallible Guide to lead us in the right 
Way; this Guide muſt be either your 
Church or ours, for no other pretends to it. 
I have prov'd it cannot be yours, therefore 
it muſt be ours; and ſo you are bound 18 

| ony 
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only to be a Chriſtian, but alſo a R. Cath. 


 -Chriftian. This is a Demonſtration againſt 


the Fews, if what your Author ſays be true, 
that the Jews underſtaod the Propheſies of the 
Meſſiah. Now let us ſee how your Author, 
according to his Principles, can convert a 
Few; and let us hear each of em defend him- 
lelf. ( Author.) Jeſus Chriſt. is the Meſſiah, and 
you ſhou'd believe in Him. (Few.) He is not 
the Meſſiah, for the infallible Church has re- 
jected Him. (Aa.) Vour Church is not, nor 
ever was infallible. (Jem.) How! The 
Guide appointed of God to teach Re- , 
veal'd Truth, not infallible ! Ti; inconſiſtent Chriftia- 
with God's Goodueſs to leave Men without a) 4 
ſufficient Guide in Matters of Faith, and not 1 Page 
te preſerve that Guide from miſleading us to the , 86. 
Ruin of aur Souls. (Auth. ) Infallibility is no Caſe, page 
where, nor can it be among Men, who are all fal- 268. | 
lible; and to ſay that God is oblig'd to give eve- 
ry Man an Outward infallible Guide, is making 
too | bold with Providence, and meaſuring His 
| Infinite Wiſdom and Goodneſs by our ſhort Line, 

&c. Private Fudgment is all we have for the 
belief of a God, or of Chriſt, &c. In ſbort, 
we muſt truſt to it in every thing without Ex- 
ception, &c. (Jew.) Why then my Private 
Judgment tells me that nothing is more rea- 
ſonable than to ſubmit to the Church in 
Matters of pure Revelation, which my Rea- 
ſon could never have found out, nor can perfectly 
underſtand. ( Auth.) Your Judgment is 
miſtaken, you muſt endeavour to have it 
better informed. (Few.) I ſay your's is 
miſtaken, and how 8 we know who is A 
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the right? We may diſpute on at this rate 
till Doomſday, to no purpoſe. Beſides, ſuppoſe 
your Reaſons ſhould convince me now, 6 
ther Reaſons may make me change, then up- 
on other Reaſons 1 may change again; thus 
I may be in a continual Uncertainty, to day 
a Jem, to morrow a Cbriſtian, then a Few, 
and fo on, according as my Private Fudg- 
ment may like or diſlike the Reaſons gi- 

ven by each Party. What a ſtrange State of 
Religion is this? Eſpecially if Salvation de- 
3 on Truth, and not upon Opinion. I 
y it again, I have another notion of 


Siod's Goodneſs: If He will fave us but by 


a True Faith, He certainly will appoint a 

* ſure Guide to lead us in the Right Way: 
This my Private Judgment tells me, you 
ſay I muſt truſt to it in every thing without 
Exception; and if 1 do, I am certain I 
ſhall little mind whatever you can ſay for 
your Religion or your Meſſiah. ( Auth.) You 
ſhould believe in Jeſus Chriſt; for His Hea- 
venly Doctrine, His Miracles, and the Pro- 
Pheſies of Him, prove Him to be the Meſliah. 
(Jew) Our Church bas declar'd His Do- 
ctrine falſe, His Miracles fictitious, and 

that the Propheſies were not to be under- 

ſtood of Him. (Auth-) Before the Coming of 

Chriftia- Chriſt, the Jews underſtood thoſe Propheſies, 
pity. de- as we do, to be meant certainly of the Meſſiah, 
gg e that time they 
99. Be A, put the moſſ Strain d and Contradiftory 
; Meanings upon them. (Few.) How cou'd 
They underſtand theſe Propheſies of the 
Meſſiah, and believe at the ſame their In- 

20 . fallibility 


not ſo underſtand theſe Propheſies againſt them- 
ſelves, '&c. (Auth) O! But Papiſts are 


LETTER; EL 


falibility was perpetual, unconditional, inde- 
feaſible, as you own they did ? Is it poſſible 
they were ſo ſtupid as to think their Infal- 
libiſity was compatible with the Rejection 
of the chief Article of their Faith, the Meſ- 


| frah ? Beſides, Sir, how can this agree with 


what you ſay in a Book lately publiſh'd a- 
gainſt the Papiſts : There, after you have quo- 
ted ſome Paſſages out of the Prophets, to 


prove that the Promiſes of Ifellibility, Inde - Case. page 
fectibility, &c. were only conditional, you add, 2g. 


I. This was the Language of the Prophets to the 
Jewiſh Church, but ſhe underſtood it not, but leant 
upon the Promiſes made to her as unconditional 
and indefeaſible, let her be as wicked as ſhe 
won d; and this barden'd her againſt the Pra · 
phets, &c. 2. Upon the Lord's objecting 
that it was propheſyd in the Old Teftament 


that the Jews ſhould reje& their Meſſiah a: 
Ca. p. 45» 


His coming, you anſwer that the Jews did 


Papiſts, and Jews are Jews —— Very good, 
Sir ! And nodoubt but theſe Arguments are 


excellent to make a Few- turn Chriſt;an,! 


And now, Sir, after all that I have faid, 
give me leave to make here one little Di- 
lemma; either the Jews | underſtood the 


Propheſies of the Meſſiah, or they did not! 


If they did, then all your Author's Ob- 
jections from the Authority of the Jewiſiʒ 
Church, prove nothing againſt us, and ſo 
the Caſe ſtated falls to the Ground: If they 


did not, then all that your author has 


ſaid againſt Des, '&c. ſignifies nothing, 
23 ET ONT. $47 NY 19 3097 1 
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and then what becomes of that celebrated 
Book, Chriftianity demonſtrated ? Let your 
Author take his choice, he is here ſhut 
up in a Circle; he offers his Service offi- 
ciouſly to bring others out of Circles, 
Charity begins at home, and let him con- 
jure himſelf out of this if he can. In the 
mean time here's another Circle to 
ſhut him in, when he has got out of this. 
Either the Jews believ'd the Infallible Au- 
thority was in the High Prieſt and Savbe- 
drin, or in a General Council made up of 
the High Prieſt, and all their Prieſts, aſ- 
ſembled from all Parts of the World: If 
the firſt, they having now neither High 
Prieſt nor Sanbedrin, they have no more 
Infallibility, and therefore they cannot uſe 
now that Principle, which your Author 
Chriſtia- fays they do, viz. That it is inconſiſt ent with 
nity de- he Goodneſs of God to leave Men without 4 
— a- ſufficient Guide in Matters of Faith, and not 
139 * preſerve that Guide from miſleading au, to the 
Ruin of our Souls. If the fecond, then it 
being evident that the Council which con- 
demn'd Feſus Chriſt was not a General one, 
made up of the High Prieſts and others, 
Sc. It is likewiſe evident that the Fews 
were not bound to believe its Deciſion, 
Sentence, &c. againſt Jeſus Chriff, and 
therefore it was not impoſlible for them to 
believe he was the Meſſiah, tho' they ads 
her d to the Authority of the Church.*Tis no 
eaſy matter to get over this Circle. But Il 
warrant your Author will conjure himſelf out 
of it, as ſoon as he has got out ot the other; 
for we know he is a very excellent Artiſt! 89. 
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9. Sir, I have very Grounds to 
believe your Author is no Friend to Papiſte, 
and who knows but, in Spite to Popery, he 


may give up Chriſtianity demonſtrated to the 


Deiſts, ſtand by what he ſays in this 
Book, viz. 1. That the Jews did not un- 
derſtand thoſe Propheſies of the Meſſiah ; 
and 2. That they believ'd their Infallibility 
was perpetual. But Sir, if the Fews be- 
liev'd ſuch a damnable Error as their Per 

ual Infallibility, an Error which made it 


impoſſible for em to believe the Meſſiah, an 


Error which was to be the Cauſe of re- 


jecting and murdering the Meſſiah, &. 


I* Is it not inconceivable that no Levite, 
Prieſt, Prophet, &c. in the whole Na- 
tion, ever attempted to undeceive em, 
and teach *em in plain terms the dreadful 
Conſequences of it? &c. 2. Is it not in- 
concei vable that God always look'd upon 
them as His Choſen People, notwith- 
ſtanding their being all involv'd in this 
damnable Error; and is it not enconceivable 
that He put them in expectation of a 
Meſſiah, and then ſuffer d em, above all 
People on Earth, to take up an Error 
which put them in an abſolute neceſſity of 
rejecting and murdering this Mefſizb, ſo of- 


Mal. ii. 7. 


ten promis'd, and ſo long expected. 3. Is 1. lix. 21. 


it not inconceivable that the Prophets, &c. 
far from inſtructing and undeceiving em, 
| ſeem rather to confirm em in the Belief of 
. ſo pernicious an Error? 4. Is it not more 
inconceivable that Feſus Chriſt Himſelf, ne- 
ver told them of it, or convinc'd 'em of 
its Heinouſneſs ; ſince without this Convi- 
Sion, it was in vain for Him to work Mira- 
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cles, &c. for their Converſion. F. Is it 
not inconceivable that He ſeems rather to; 
confirm 'em in it, by commanding His Diſ- 
ciples to obſerve and do what the FJew:ſb 
Paſtors ſhou'd order? &c. 6. ls it not in- 
conceivable that not one Apoſtle ever ſpoke 
of this Error, ſo fatal to the Jews, or ever 
repreſented to *em its damnable Conſequen- 
CES ? 7. Is it not inconcervable that not. one 
Jew, in all their Diſputes with the Ancient 
Fathers, ever made uſe of the Advantage 
this Principle gave em? You know, Sir, 
what. Advantages we make of it againſt 
your People; by it we are always ſure of 


ſome particular Points, tis but mere Con- 
deſcenſion: And to ſhew you that we can 
encounter and defeat you, even in your 
on Way. 8. Is it not inconceivable that 
not one Ancient Father ever took notice of 
ſuch a monſtrous Error, the only Cauſe of 
the Perdition aud Continual Obſtinacy of 
the Fews, & c. If Negative Arguments are 
of any force, I ſee none more convincing 
than theſe are. Vour Author ſeems to be 
much taken with this way of arguing, 1 
wiſh theſe Arguments may make a deep im- 
preſſion in his Mind. TO 
The 14 Se- 90- Your Author having entirely rejected 
dion refu- any Authority, now comes to his beloved 


ted. 


Rule, Private Judgment. It is all me haxe, 
3 ſays he, fer the pelief of a God, or of 
4% 47. Chriſt, in ſhort we muſt rruſt to it in ever 

thing. How docs this agree with what. he 
_ Jays in the very next Anſwer, viz. The 
3 >wi 20097; an ; there 
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Victory, and if we come to the diſcuſſion of 
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' there are many things which be takes purely upon 


Revelation, for bis Reaſon cou'd never | have 
found em out, nor can perfectly underiFand 
'em ? But, Sir, wou'd you know the Cha- 


racter of this Guide which God has given us, 


and to which we muſt truſt in every thing? 


Your Author himſelf thus repreſents itia his 


Chriſtianity demonſtrated, The Effects, ſays he, of 
Private Juagment are theſe, Multiplicity of 


Sets and Opinions, Perpetual Wranglings, z 


verſy, whence come invueterate Prejudices 


ings, and all the War of Religion, which the 
moſt of. any one thing, embroils the Peace of 


the World, and is always the chief Pretence in 
in the civil Wars of Nations within themſelves, 


and moſt commonly in the Wars of Kingdoms 
cgainf Kingdoms, &c. This, This is the 
uide that God has gfven, to lead us ſtrait. 


to Heaven, and who can ſufficiently ad- 


mire His Wiſdom and Goodneſs, in provi- 
ding for us (Poor Mortals) ſuch an excel- 


lent Guide! But Sir, ſince Private Judg- 
ment is the only Guide we muſt truſt to in every 


thing; when you were in power, why 
then 1. Did you make Penal Laws, to hin- 
der People from following this Private 
Judgment ? You damn'd their Souls if they 
did not follow it, and you tormented their 


Bodies if they did. Cou'd there be any 
Tyranny comparable to this? You'll ſay 
vou hinder Private Judgment to be follow'd 


when it leads aſtray; but who made you 
Judge of that? Have you more right to 


judge 


againit each other, Animoſit iss, Strifes, Envy- 


Chriſt. 


without any Umpire, or Judge of Contro- 18. 4 


judge of me, then 1 have to judge of you? 
Muſt I ſubmit my judgment to _ when 
you tell me I am.wrong? And if 1 muſt, 
why not as well to the Judgment of the 
Church, when ſhe tells me the ſame thing ? 
2, If it be the only Guide, why does your 
an * admit Revelation as ee 
e takes Revelation, ing 
in God, Nc. 4” this exaGly what we 
do: I have faid it already, no People in 
the World uſe Private Judgment more than 
we do, in due Circumſtances, we only re- 
ſtrain it to its proper Objects; we tale purely 
upon Revelation what our own Reaſon con d ne- 
ver have found out, nor can perfettly under- 
ftand : And why then does your Author ex- 
claim ſo much againſt us, ſince we do no- 
thing but what he himſelf is forc'd to do? 
91. As to what he adds, I know it 
won be unreaſonable te think there wat no- 
thing in the Natures of the Infinite Being, which 
Aid not conprebend. But | can't fee how 
this proves that ſome things, which ap- 
pear to be manifeſtly againſt Reaſon, are 
in the Infinite Being (For Example, that 
Three are One, and One Three, &c. 
neither can I conceive how *tis as much 

againſt Reaſon to deny that One is Three, as 
to deny there was any Co or Star, which 1 
had not ſeen.” A Deiſt may laugh in his 
* Mleeve, to hear ſuch Reaſons given for our 
3 Wr is — defending but ex- 
ſing Chriſianity, and every true Chriſtian 
ſhould look with Horror, not ouly k. * 
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this, but eſpecially upon his Blaſphemies 
againſt the Holy Trinity. | 

92. Sir, hitherto I beliey'd your Author 
was an Enemy to the Socinians, and that he 
had an Orthodox Notion of the Holy Tri- 
nity; I find now I have been miſtaken, and 
according as he expreſles his Belief of it, 
there's no Sandius, Brenius, Clendon, &c. 
in the World, but will readily ſubſcribe to 
it. Becauſe, ſays he, Perſonal Actions are 


91 


attributed to the Divine Three, therefare we call Caſ. p. 48. 


'em Perſons, which Word the Scripture applies 
to God, Heb: i. 3. but it 29 5 
as the Schools ſpeak, that is condeſcending to our 
Capacity, as when God is ſaid to repent or 
rie ve, QC. it is not that we ſhou'd think it 


really ſo ;, for that wou d be contradictory to the 


Nature of God, &c. Now, Sir, if the Di- 
vine Three are Perſons, becauſe Perſonal 
Actions are attributed to em, then before 
thoſe Actions were attributed to em, they 
were not Perſons, & c. 2, If they are call'd 
Perſons only ad Captum, and not that we 
ſhou'd think it really ſo, then we muſt not 
think there are any real Perſons in the Tri- 
nity, and, Sir, can. any Chriſtian Ears bear 
. ſuch execrable Blaſphemies? Sir, what have 
; r Papiſts done to your Author that gives 

im ſuch a Hatred againſt em? For he 
ſticks at nothing to do them all the miſchief 
he can; he has heretofore defended Revelati- 
on againſt the Deiſts, Curiſtianity againſt the 
Jes, and the Trinity againſt the Socinians ; 
now in this Book he gives up Revelation, 
Chriſtianity, the Trinity, all, that . 0 oY 

diſtre 
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Caſe, pag · 


diſtreſs Popery. We are ſorry to ſee your 
Author in ſuch a Paſſion, but we are not 
ſorry to ſee what Shifts our Enemies are 
put to, and that they cannot annoy us, but 
at the ſame time they muſt deſtroy all Reve- 
lation, all Chriſtianity, all Myſteries. And 
repeat here what I have ſaid already, This 
is worthy the peculiar Care and ſerious Conſi- 
deration of any Man who thinks he has a 
Soul to be ſav d. ee Os Rag 

93. All your Author ſays in his 15 Sea. 


45, 45+ amounts to no more than this; The Deiſt 


is fore d to confeſs, upon the Convittion of his 
own Reaſon, that there is « Firſt Cauſe, which 

is .neceſſary, eternal, &c. That Eternity is 
without Beginning, paſt, or to come. There- 
fore he muſt believe this Firſ# Cauſe 


may be One and Three, &c. tho? upon the 


Convittion of his own Reeſon he finds it im- 
poſlible! I don't know what you may 
think of this Argument, but I amas much 
afraid as your Author's. Lord is, that the 


Deilts will think it 4 Straining the Point in fa- 


vour of Revelation. Indeed if a Deiſt, upon 
the Convittion of his own Reaſon, cou'd know 


there's Three Perſons in One Deity, as he 


knows, upon the Conviction of his Reaſon, 
that Eternity has neither Beginning nor End- 
ing, your Author's Argument wou'd have 


ſomething in it, and a Deiſ would be un- 


reaſonable if he ſhould deny this Myſtery, 


becauſe he cannot comprehend it, as he wou'd 


be unteaſonable if he ſhou'd deny Eternity, 
becauſe he cannot comprebend it. But you 
ſee this is not the Caſe—— But, Sir, now 

— "I 45 5 - ; l 
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1I think on't, l beg your Author's Pardon; ac- 

cording to the Notion he gives of the Trini- 
ty, any Deiſt may eaſily comprehend it; for 
who is ſo ſtupid as not to comprehend Clen- > 
don Manifeſtations, &c. This perhaps is your 
Author's Meaning, which I had almoſt for- 
got; Sir, excuſe my Want of Memory ! 

84. Now your Author's Lord propoſes a 
Deiſtical Queſtion, which is a little puz- Cg 
Zling. What Authority, ſays the Deiſt, have 505 oe Ve 
you to believe Scripture ? No Authority, lays 
your Author, it is, Evidence, and not Au- 
thority, upon whch ny Belief of the Scripture is 
founded, (By the by, I muſt here obſerve 
that your Author is not of Saint Auguſtin's 4%, cont 
Religion; for he declares it is Authority up- RN, fund 
on which his Belief of the Scriptures is found - c. v. 
ed.) Your Author proves this Opinion as 
wellas he can, and anſwers the Dez/t's Obje- 
ions as well as he can x. Ibelieve, ſays he, 
the Scripture, and the Facts therein related, upon 
the ſame, and much Stronger Evidence, than 1 
have for believing there was ſuch a Man as 
Alexander, or Ceſar, or that there is ſuch 4a 
Town as Rome, or Coaſtantinople, tho Z 
was never there. To this the Deiſt may eaſi- 
ly reply, that the Scripture cannot be believ'd 

= the ſame Evidence, much leſs a Stronger; 
for no Man in his Senſes ever deny'd there 
was ſuch a Man as Alexander, &c. or that 
there is ſuch a Town as Rome, &c. but thou- 
ſands of Learned Men have deny'd Scripture 
to be the Word of God, in all Ages from 

the Beginning down to our Days. And 1 
think this makes a vaſt Difference between 
2 the 
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| the Evidence we have for Ceſar, Rame, Oc. 
and the Evidence we have for Holy Scripture. 


Caſ. p. 51. 2. J believe it, ſays your Author, from the 


Nature of the Evidence, which makes it impe 
ſible to concert ſuch a Lye, or to carry it on wi 
out being detected. If a Pit ſhou'd urge 
this Reaſon, 1 own it wound be preſſing ; 
but that any of your Party ſhould uſe it 
againſt Deiſts, it is maſt ridiculous ; for ac- 
cording to your Principle, it is not impoſſible 
to concert ſuch a Lye, or carry it on, mit haut 
being detefied ; — your whole Reformation 
is grounded upon the Poſſibility ef con- 
certing ſuch a Dye. Don't you declare that 
the Church of Rome concerted the Lye and 


notorious Impoſture of Tranſubſtantiation, 


Oc. and carry'd it on à long while without 
being detected? Sure you cannot deny this. 
Now Sir, if the Church of Rome did con- 
cert ſuch 4 monſtrous. Impoſture; if ſhe 
_ Cheated inſenſibly ſo many Nations, divided 
by Antipathy, Intereſt, Government, &c. 


into the Belief of this Impoſture; if, 


againſt the plain Doctrine of Chriſt, the 


univerſal Practice of Chriſtsans, and the 


clear Reaſon and Senſe of Mankind, ſhe 
made em believe that a Bit of Bread was 


their God, made em fall down and wor- 


ſhip it as ſuch, and at the ſame time, made 
em believe that this was the cogtinual 
Faith and Practice of their Forefathers; if 
ne did all this for many Ages, without being 


detected or oppos d by any Church whatſo- 


ever, why might not ſuch 4 Lye as the Fore 
ging of Scripture, be eaſily concerted, with- 
5 | out 


ut being detected? Nowll ſay perhaps, the 
| Komiſh Impoſture was detected, becauſe it 
was oppos d or rejected by ſome ; and Sir, is 
that ſufficient for a full Detection ? If it be, 
then Scripture is but a mere Forgery, for in 
every Age it has been oppos'd and rejected, 
not only by ſame few Men, hut alſo by 
whole Congregations; And this is.more 
than can be ſaid of Popiſh Tranſubſtentiation. 
3 The Canon F the New Teſtament, ſays he, ca. p. 33 
ve eſt abliſp d xpen Evidence, they proceeded . 
wholly upon . Evidence, viz. Whether ſuch an 
Epiſtle was ſent to Corinth, &c. who carefully 
kept "the Originals, and ſent Copies to other 
<| urches; and by this Communication of the 
Churches one with another, the Scriptures were 
n. But Sir, 1. What Churches were 
the Goſpels, the Acts, Hebrews, &c. ſent to, 
and what Church kept carefully the Qriginals, 
and ſent Copies of em to other Churches? It 
was of greater conſequence to know this, 
than it was to know wbether ſuch and ſuch 
an Epiſtle was ſent to Epheſus, &c. 2. When 
an Epiſtle was ſent to Corinth, for Exams 
ple, every Member of that Church did nos 
know the Apoſtles Hand and the few wha 
+» | knew it, might have been deceivd, and 
| have taken a Falſe Letter for a True one, 
for you allow em no [afallibility ; now 1 
wou'd fain know why the Church of Chri## 
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ſhou'd be bound, under Pain of Damnation, 

to believe thoſe few Fallible Men, or take 
ſuch an Epiſtle to be the Word of God, 
upon their bare Teſtimouy ? At leaſt l ſee 
a Evidence here, which you pretend — 4 ä 
* much. 


Caſ. p. 53 


Diſſerta. 


§. 38, 39. 
Euſeb.H. 


cap. ult. 


* 


1. in Iræn. 


Eccl. I. v. 


— - 2 


much. 3. Since this Method was ſo 'fures ff 


and the- Originals were extant, why was 


the Canon not ſettled in the Firſt Age > 


Why were many Books of Scripture re- 


1 by ſome, for 3 or 4 Ages? Was it 


y comparing them with the Originals the 
were afterwards receiv'd into the Canon ? 


When, where, how, and by whom was 


this done? How happen'd ſo many Diſ- 


putes concerning the Authors of many of 
thoſe Books, the Time in which they were 
written, &c. 4. As the moſt part of the 
Diſputes with the Ancient Hereticks, was 


about the Spuriouſneſs and Genuineſs of 
the Scriptures; if the Originals had been 


extant, the producing of em wou'd have 


ended the Diſpute, without any more ado; 
yet this was never done, nor ever men- 
tion'd by the Fathers. 5. St. Ignatius in Ep. 
ad Philad. ſeems to be of a contrary opinion 
to yours; your Friend Dodwell is entirely a- 
gainſt your Evidence; and Euſebius ſpeaks of 


the Followers of Arremon; he ſays they 


corrupted the Scriptures then receiv d, but 


they did not produce Forg d ones; and he 


has not one Word of the fir Originals of 


the Apoſtles, nor ſays that Hereticks were 
brought to this Teſt. 6. But ſuppoſe the 
Originals were then extant, might not 


. Chriſtians have conſpir'd to ſay they were di- 


vinely inſpir'd; and if their Inſpiration can- 


not be prov'd, they ſigniſie nothing as to 
Religion: The Truth of the Facts contain'd 
in them, cannot prove they are divine, for 


True Facts may be mention'd in Unca _ 
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cal Books; what then makes you believe 


> 


'em to be divine Scripture ? Is it becauſe 


they were written by Apoſtles, or Apoſto- 
lical Men? If fo, then the Epiſtle of S. Bar- 
naby, the Paſtor of Hermas, the Epiſtles of S. 
Ignatius, &c. are Scripture, for your Learned 
Men do own they are genuine. If this be not 
the Reaſon, why are the Epiſtles of Saint 
Paul, the Goſpels of Saint Lule and Saint 


Mark receiv'd as Scripture ? &c. Now ſup- 


poſe the Churches of Corinth, Epheſus, Sc. 
did receive Letters from the Apoſtles, 
knew their Hands, could not be deceiv'd, 


&c. what ſignifies all that, if they cou'd 
not be ſure the Epiſtle was divinely in- 
ſpir'd, and fit to be a Rule of Faith? Pray 
Sir, tell us by what means they cou'd 
know this, and how you can pretend to evi- 
dence for what you call Revelation, ſince 
theſe Churches had none themſelves ? —— 


Fa 


Well Sir, I find you are not deſirous the 


Deiſt ſhou'd puzzle your Author any longer; 


at our next Meeting, I ſhall ſpeak again of 
this Matter; but remember, Sir, I have an- 
ſwer'd his Objections againſt the Infallibili- 


. ty of the Church, and notwithſtanding all 


„ that he has ſaid, ſhe remains till in full Poſ- | 


ſeſſion of it. That alone is a compleat An- 
ſwer to your Anthor's whole Book, for 
this is a Demonſtration; whatever the 
infallible Church condemas, is erroneous ; 
but ſhe condemns what the Book contains of 
| Tranſub$tantiation, Invocation, &c. there- 


fore what the Book contains is erroneous 


and condemnable, &c. Sir, before we 
Fmt”. H Part, 
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part, I muſt take notice of a common Pra- 
Qice among you; Your petty Scrihblers 
colle& fome ObjeQions, which have been 
anfwer'd a hundred times; they add to 
theſe ſome ſilly Fancy of their own, they 


clap a Title to this Farago, and there's a 


Book publiſh'd againſt Popery. If no parti- 
_ calar Anſwer b hole ro the trifling Pam- 


phlet, then you cry out ſach a Book is un- 


anſwerable, &. Now, Sir, is not this 
both unjnſt and angenerous? You challe 


us to anſwer your Books, and then, 75 


8 Penalties, you hinder us from an- 


your People talk ſo much of Books not an- 
ſwer d, &. let them prevail with theGovern- 
ment to let us defend our ſelves, and then 
you'll ſee whether one Half Sheet Pam- 
phlet ſhall appear in the World, without 


an Anſwer at its Heels. If you are not ſa- 


tisfy d with this, 1 make you this Propoſal; 
Take what Book of yours you pleaſe, pick 
out on't what Argument you pleaſe, and if I 
do not anſwer it to ſatisfaction, that inſtant, 
Fl become one of yours; or if it be for 
your further fatisfaQion, I offer to meer, 


at any Time or Place, any Perſon of Ho- 
nour and Learning, of your acquaintance, 


and difcourſe with him on the ſame Con- 
dition: Then you'll ſee how much your 
Author is miſtaken, when he gives to ſome 
Books the Titles of Unanſwer d and Unan- 
fwerabl-, and I ſhall evidently prove that all 
the Obj tions worth any Notice, contain'd 
either in Barrow's Book of the Pope's Supre- 
*h 1 


wering your Challenge: But, Sir, ſince 


A 
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4 may, or in Coſns's Hiſtories of the Seripe 


ture and TranſubFRantiation,. or in the Devo- 
trons and the Scepriciſm of the Church of 
Rome, have been thotowly anſwer'd, many 
Years before the Authors of em were 
born. Sir, 1 believe you are a Man of 
Honour, and that you'll take no advantage 
againſt me from this Conference; how- 
ever to prevent Miſtakes, Miſconſtructions, 
Wrong Notions, &c. I make here the fol- 
lowing Declarations. N 


I. I declare that in this Converſation, I have 
ſpoken in my own Name; that I have under- 
taken it without the Order or Authority of any 
Perſon whatſoever ;, and that if I have ſaid any 
indiſcreet thing, it muſt be imputed only to 

Imprudence. 
2. 4 declare that my Intention neither was, 
nor u, to ſay anything against the preſent E ta- 
bliſhnent in Church or State jus vgs when 1 
Jpeak of the Church of England, I mean the 
Nonjuring, not the Revolution Church of 


3. 1 declare that if Ive us d any hardWords, 
it was not with any Deſign to inſult your Au- 
thor, whom I value for this muny good Parts; 
but they have been extorted from me by the Vio- 
lence of the Gout, by the Unfairneſs of bis 
Dealings, and by the Zeal of True Religion : 
However Ia God's Pardon, the Church s Par- 
don, your Author's Pardon, if I haue ſaid any 
_ «becoming # Chriſtian, 4 Catholick, 


and a Gentleman, 


This, 


8 
C'S 2b 


* 


Sir, is 4 a Faithful Account ; 
Conference 1 have had with our 
Friend, concerning 
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